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tents: With other Obſervations and Directions. 
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; The United Pariſhes of CHRIST- 
CHURCH, and St. LEONARD's 
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Ws: MAR TIN'sin the FIELDS, 
Weſtminſter ; 


And the United Pariſhes of St.OLAVE's 
OLD-JEWRY, and St. MARTIN's 
IRONMONGER-LANE, London : 


Theſe DISCOURSES, 


Lately Preached before Them, 
ARE NOW 


Inſcribed, Dedicated, and Preſented, 

By Their moſt Aﬀettionate, 
and Humble Servant, 
JOSEPH TRAPP. 


RSS $292 F all Controverſies, I 
iiitle thought of ever be- 

Q ing engaged in This: 
boo, againſt Popery 
peeming to be as little 
| wanted, as upon any 
Subjeft whatſoever. But I was, in 4 
manner, challenged into it; by trou- 
bleſome Viſits from ſome of the Popiſh 
Party, and Propoſals of Perſonal 
Conferences with their Pricfts. Diſ- 
putes by Word of Mouth, I always 
declined ; and always will. I never 
knew any Good come of them; Much 
Harm, I am ſure, may; and, I believe, 
often does : AY OO Wrangling 
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at the Time of the Debate; and much 
Mifreport, and Miſrepreſentation, auf- 


ter it. I therefore choſe Writing, ra- 
ther than Talking; and told them I 


could be ready to anfewer them in 
1 hat Way, let them begin as ſoon as 
They pleasd. But hearing nothing 
From them, and moreover taking 
Notice of ſeveral Perſons, within the 
Compaſs of my own Acquaintance, 
proſelyted to the Church of Rome, in 
the Space of a few Mees; J re- 
ſolved, that, ſince I did not hear from 
Them, They ſhould hear from Me; 
and fo drew up This Summary of the 
whole Controverſy ; which, I hope, 
will be not altogether unuſeful to the 
Public. 

The Method and Manner of it, I 
think, are New: And ſo perhaps is 
its Brevity; conſidering how great a 
Variety of Matter it contains. I ſo 
Much can be crouded into ſo narrow a 
Compaſs, without lofmg any thing of 
its Strength, and Clearneſs ; it muſt, 
I imagine, be of the greater Benefit to 
the Reader. But There is the Dif- 

ficulty : Whether it be ſo Here or not 
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Thoſe who heard me preach ſo many 
Sermons. upon This Suljefa, will, I 
doubt not, be ready to ſay, Here is not 
All that was preached. But I aſlare 
them, Here is ſomewhat more than 
As for the little 
Room it takes up in Writing, and 
Printing, compared with the Time of 
Speaking; They cavnot be more ſur-- 
prized at it, than I am. 

My ſo often referring to another 
ſmall Work of my Own, may poſſibly 
need ſome Apology. Tis not, I afſure 
my Reader, upon the Account of any 
great Opinion I have of it ; but purely 
to avoid ſaying what I have ſaid al. 
ready ; a Liberty if I miſtake not, al- 
lowed to all Writers. 

I have no more to add, but that I' 
have done my Endeavour ; and God 
give a Bleſſing to it. 


CCC 
POSTSCRIPT to the Firſt Edition. 


INCE the Writing of 'This Pre- | 
a J face, and the Printing of the 
whole Book; I have ſeen, and read | 
over, a Popith Treatiſe, intituled, Ea 
gland's Converſion, and Reformation 


compared: Or, The Toung Gentle- 
man directed in the Choice of his Re- 
ligion, &c. Antwerp, Li. e. London] 
Printed for R. C. and C. F. 1725. 
As there are many Things in it di- 
rectly contradictory to what I have 
here advanced; I think myſelf un- 
der a Kind of Obligation to beſtow 
ſome Strictures upon it. I had Thoughts 
of doing it by Way of Peſtſcript, or 
Appendix, to Theſe Diſcourſes: But 
conſidering that Notice has been gi- 
ven of their /peedy Publication, which 
ſuch an Addition would neceſlarily re- 
tard ; I ſhall defer it to another Op- 
portunity : Only giving This Notice, 
that it ſhall be done as ſoon as poſſi- 
ble; that is, As ſoon as my Other 
neceſſary Buſineſs will permit. The 

Work 


POSTSCRIPT. 

= Work, I hear, isboaſted of by the Party 

as Unanſwerable : 1 believe, I ſhall at 

leaſt ſhew the Contrary to That; tho' 
I hope it will be more fully anſwer'd 

e- by ſomebody elſe of more Leiſurc,, 

and greater Abilities. 


Ld 


Hereas in the Firſt Edition of this 
Book P. 195: I quoted Bel/lar- 
mine as aſlerting that if tbe Pope ſhould 
command the Practice of Vice, and 
forbid Vertue, the Church were oblig d 
70 believe Vice to be good, and Fertne 
to be wicked ; 1 do hereby retra it as 
a Miſtake. He does not deliver it as 
his cn Opinion; but urges it as an 
abſurd Conſequence which would fol- 
low from ſomething elſe, 


ADVERTISEMENT. 


US'T Publiih'd ; The Church 
of England defended againſt the 
Calumnies and Falſe Reaſonings of 
the Church of Rome: In Anſwer to 
a late Sophiſtical, and Inſolent Po- 
piſn Book ; Entitled ENGLAN D's 
Concerfion and Refermation compared, 
A 5 Ke. 


ADVERTISEME NT. 

&c. By Joskpn TRA PH, M. A. Mi- 
niſter of the United Pariſhes of CHriſt- 
Church, and St. Leonard's Foſter- 
Lane, London. Printed for J. Smith, 
at Inigo Foness Head overagainſt 
Exeter-Exchange in the Strand, N. 
Mears at the Lamb without Tem— 


ple-Bar, and J. Batley at the Dore | 
in Paternoſter- Row 1727. | 
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ACTS xxiv. 14. 


But this I confeſs unto thee, That after the way 
which they call Hereſy, ſo worſhip I the God 

of my Fathers; «e:lieving all things which are 

written in the Law, and the Prophets. 


Paul's Accuſers had eharged 
him with Hereſy: He acknow- 
A leges, that he holds thoſe Do- 
arines which they condemn 
3 but denies them to be Hexeti- 


> cal. This is exactly the Caſe 
Between Us and the Church of Rome: Whoſe 


orruptions, without any farther Preface, I 

ſhall make it the Buſineſs of This and forme 

Other Diſcourſes, to lay open, and expoſe. 
And for This af have more than ſufficient 


Reaſo 
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2 Introduction Part I. 


Reaſon in Theſe Times; when the gradual M 
Encroachments of Popery are very great ; 
as We of the Clergy, by Experience, and to 
our no ſmall Trouble, find them to be: Thoſe 
Wolves in Sheeps Clothing, the Emiſſaries of W 
Rome, having, of late, been more than ordi- i 
narliy buſy, and facceſsful. Thanks to the 
worthy Labours of Some among Us Proteſtants\ i 
Who, while they pretend an uncommon i a: 
Zeal againſt Popery, at the ſame Time ac- b. 
cuſing its greateſt Enemies of being its Friends; /. 
are, in Truth, next to the Papiſts themſelves, WW ar 
the chief Promoters of it: by their looſe No- A 
tions concerning Church-Authority, the My- ve 
ſteries of Chriſtianity, and the like; in ſhort, WM ti; 
by the Propagation of Latirudinarian, Heathen- or 
ih, and even Artheiftical Principles. From 
Theſe the Papiſts will be ſure to find their 40 
Account; nk, actually do fo : The unjuſti- ca 
fiable Corruptions among Us being to their wi 
exceeding Comfort a moſt convenient Cover 
to Theirs. For though there be no Foundati- 
on for this in Reaſon, yet (me Generality of 
the World being ignorant, injudicious, and 
deprav'd) it has too much Succeſs in Fact. 
Since, ſay they, you have ſo many 2 
among yourſelves, and cannot agree about 
Church- Authority, whither ſhall you recur, 
but to an infallible Fudge ? Your thorough Pro- 
teſtants, you ſee, advance ſuch Doctrines as 
deſtroy the very Being of any Church upon 
Earth. You fee too, that Socinianiſm, Aria 
niſm, Deiſm, and Atheiſm, are openly pleaded 
for among You; which are not ſo much as na- 
med in the holy Catholick Church of Rome. 


How therefore can you be ſafe, but in the 
Boſom War 


L. Part J. Tntroduftion 3 
al A Boſom of That Church? The Weakneſs and 
t; WS Fallacy of Theſe, and ſuch like Arguments, I 
to WY ſhall ſhew in the Cloſe of Theſe Diſcourſes ; 
oſe as I have * elſewhere ſhewn the extreme Ab- 
of WF ſurdity and Wickedneſs of thoſe Infidel No- 
di- tions now mentioned, of which the Papifts 
he take ſo much Advantage. Againſt Them J 
ts! WJ only obſerve at preſent; that, be theſe Things 
10n as they will, it is much better for all Men to 
ac- be allowed the Ule of their Reaſon, though 
Is RF /orre may be fo fooliſh and impious, as to abuſe 
es, and pervert it to Hereſy, Infidelity, and 
No- Atheiſm itſelf, which They muſt one Day ſe- 
\ly-W verely anſwer for, than that it ſhould be ex- 
"rt, WW tinguiſh'd or blinded in Al; and ſo no rati- 
hen: onal, i. e. no true Religion be left in Any. 
om However, it is our Duty to guard againſt 
1eir Wl al! falſe and dangerous Tenets; be the Oc- 


caſion of their Riſe, or Increaſe, what it 
will. For the Uſe and Benefit therefore of 
wer WW Thoſe who have not Time, orother Ahilities 
to read large Volumes, I ſhall reduce This 
Controverſy into a marrow m—_ 5 and 
briefly conſider it in all its Parts: All, I mean, 
| . are of any Moment or Conſequence. 

"tes But, in order to our more clear Pro— 
zout Wl ceeding, it will be neceſſary firſt to ſtate, 
cur, ¶ and define,whar Popery is; or what we mean by 
Pro- That Word: It being the uſual Way of Sectariès 
s as and Spreaders of falſe Opinions, ſometimes 
pon ¶ to defend and maintain ſuc h, or ſuch Doctrines, 
ria. ¶ and at other times, to deny that they hold 
adedW any ſuch Doctrines. And None have made 


s na- more Uſe of this Trick, than the Roma- 
? 1 
ON. 


the * Preſervative againſt unſettled Notions, and 
oſom Want of Principles in Religion, Both Volumes Paſſm. 
B 2 nifty 


oe 


4 Hat Popery is. Part 


Romaniſts. You accuſe us falſely, ſay they, 


when their Turn is beſt ſerved by it; lay be 


Principles and Practices to our Charge, which 


We diſavow; and fo at once injure Us, and 


deceive Yourſelves, by fighting with Phan- 


toms of your own raiſing. Thus, for In- 
ſtance, when they are endeavouring to make 


Proſelytes, who are ſtartled at Image-Wor- 


ſhip, Relique-Worſhip, and the like, and 
can by no means be reconciled to ſuch kinds 
of Adoration 5 This they cry, is Scandal 


upon them; They do nor Worſhip Images; 


not they: They do ſomething, indeed, which | 
gives Occaſion to this Report, ſomething | 


which is miſrepreſented to:their Diſadvantage z 
but do not properly worſhip them. Where- 
as the Council of Trent, and particularly 
the Creed of Pope Pius IV. which contains 
the Quaintefſence of its Doctrine, ſays, in as 


expreſs Words as can be utter'd, That Re- | 
licks and Images are to be “ venerated : And | 


— * 


—— * 
** 


*Similiter & Sanctos una cum Chriſto regnantet, vene- 
randos, atquein vocandos eſſe; eoſqueOrationes Deo pro no- 
bis offerre; atque eorum veliquias eſſe venerandas. i. e. (I 
do hold) likewiſe, that the Saints, reig ning together 
with Chriſt, are to be worſhipped and prayed to; 
and that they offer Prayers to God for us; and that 
their Relicks are to be Venerated. Firmiſſime aſſero 
imagines Chriſti ac Deiparæ ſember Virginis, nec non alt= 
orum Sanforum, hahendss, Er retinendas eſſe ; atque 
eis debitum honorem ac venerationem imperiendam.1. e. 
T do moſt firmly aſſert, that the Images of Chriſt, and 
of the ever Virgin Mother of God, and of the other 
Saints, ought to be had and retained ; and that due 
Honcur and Veneration onght to be given them. 
Pope Pius IV's Creed. Artic. zu, 21. 


tis 
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And 'tis notorious to the whole World, that in 


heir Church they actually are ſo; and That 


in the ftritteft and maſt proper Senſe, with Re- 
ligious Worſhip and Veneration, as far as they 
are capable of being worſhipped. 

To obviate all This therefore, and to pre- 
vent Cavilling > by Popery we mean, Thoſe 
Doctrines and Practices of the Papiſts, which 
We ſay are corrupt, and in which we differ 
from Them: (Thoſe in which we agree with 
them, are well known, and need not to be,men- 
tioned: ) And Theſe we ſhew to be maintain- 
ed by them, partly from the Council of Trent, 
and Pope Pius s Creed aforſeaid; partly from 
their Miſſals, Rituals, Liturgies, the Writings 
oi their moſt eminent Divines, and their con- 
ſtant Practices, publick and notorious to all 
Mankind. In the former, we have their Se- 
ven Sacraments; Tranſubſtantiation, and the 
propitiatory Sacrifice of the Maſs; Com- 
munion in one Kind; Purgatory 5 Worſhip- 
ping of Images; Indulgences ; The Doctrine 
of the Pope's Supremacy, and of Rome's be- 
ing the Mother and Miſtreſs of all Churches. 
All Theſe Points are {worn to by every Ec- 
cleſiaſtic of That Church, and made neceſ- 
ſary to Salvation. Whereas we ſhall prove, 
That they are ſo fir from being neceſſary 
that they are every one of them falſe, and moſt 
of them damnable. In the latter, we have 


Prayers in an unknown Tongue; Locking up 


the Scriptures in an unknown Tongue, and 
denying their People the Uſe of them; Their 
ſenſeleſs Fopperies and Superſtitions; Their 
lying Legends, and ſpurious Miracles; by all 
waich, they have expoſed Chriſtianity to the 

"My Scorn 


6 I hat Popery is. Part I, WP 
Scorn and Derifion of Turks, Pagans, and Ro! 
Atheiſts, Canonizations of pretended Saints, 
many of whom were very wicked Men, and t! 
others never in Being ; Their innumerable, 
macommanded, bodily Exerciſes and Auſteri- 
ties, Whippings, Pilgrimages, Cc. and Will 
worſhip of all Kinds; The intolerable Number 
of their Ceremonies; Their auricular Con- 
feſlion, and Opus operatum : In ſhort, their 
making Religion all Ouſide, deſtroying in- 
ward Piety, and openly tolerating the groſs- * 
eſt Immoralities. This is what we mean by 
Popery, or the Religion of Papiſts : And I 
{hall prove that it is, from the Beginning to | 
the End, nothing but one entire ContradiCtion | 
to the Chriſtian Religion; a Contradiftion 
to it, and a moſt ſhameſul and deteſtable 
Adulteration of it. That We are neither He- 
reticks, nor Schiſmaticks, but They are Both: er 
That, though we ſhall not, as they do us, 15 
ſend them to Hell directly, and deny the 6 
Poſſibility of Salvation to every one of Their - 
Communion; yet We are the true Chriſtians, 
I mean in Profe ſſion, would to God we were Fr 
All fo in Practice! We are in the plain, ſafe c 
Way and They, without the extreameſt Pe- 
ril of their Souls, cannot continue in Theirs. A 

All This I fay, I ſhall briefly prove, But, MF © 
before I do ſo, it will be neceſſary to examine ge 
their general Doctrines; which are the Out- Ch 
works to their Others, and in which they W- 
place their Main Strength. | mean, their 
Doctrines concerning the Authority, of the of 
Church, and the Nullity of private Judgment) 
concerning Catholiciſm and the Unity of the H ane 
Church; The pretended Non-Exiftence of 

our 
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I. part I. The Method Propoſed. 7 
ind Pour Religion before Luther; And our Want of 
ats, Authority to make a Reformation. I ſhall 
and therefore. 

dle, . Fi, Give an Anſwer to Theſe general 
eri- WDoctrines. : 

7;1- Secondly, Shew the Corru tion of their 
particular ones, and of their Practices above- 
on- recited. 


= Thirdly, Add ſuch promiſcuous Obſerva- 


in tions, Rules, and Directions, as from the 
ofs- Whole ſhall ſeem proper. 

15 f For the Fit, though This may ſeem to be 
to I prepargtory, and preliminary only; yet it is, 
on in truth, the main Point of all: And muſt 
non 2 chiefly, and moſt largely, inſiſted upon. 
ble or, being conſcious that their particular 
He. octrines will not bear a diſtinct Examinati- 


th- {Won they entrench themſelves in theſe gene- 
rl ones; endeavouring, from them, to con. 


ka. found the Underſtandings of Mankind with 
heir Much Sophiſtry, as was never impoſed upon 
ans, the World by Any but Themſelves. They 
ere know, That the Worſhip of Images, Tran- 
(fe ſubſtantiation, Cc. will not eaſily pals; if 
Pe. fairly canvaſſed, and minntely conſidered, ac- 
irs, Wcording to Reaſon, and Scripture : But it they 
zut. can perſuade us, as they labour to do, that 
* our Reaſon is good for nothing; and the 


52e. eripture for little, or nothing; that Their 
hey Church is the only Church; that it is infal- 
lible, and muſt be implicitly believed what- 


ve ever it aſſerts; if, I ſay, they can perſnade us 
nt; Nef all chzs, they may afterwards certainly per- 
the I ſuade us of any thing. 1 proceed, therefore, 
of and begin with, 
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8 Church-Authority, and Part I. 
I. Church- Authority, and Private Judgmen Wu 
To tell us, We mult not judge for Ourſelve;, wv 
is to tell us, We muſt not ſe our Reaſon ; 
which is the higheſt of Abſurdities. For, ei- 
ther there is a Reaſon given us for This very WP 
Aſſertion; or there is not. If there is not; 
We have nothing to incline our Aſſent, and 
conſequently the Aﬀent is irrational. If there 
is, and we are convinc'd by it; then, by aſſent- 
ing to This very Propoſition, that we muſt na 
ule our Reaſon, we actually do uſe our Reaſon; iſ 
and ſo theArgument deſtroys itſelf. If they an- 
wer, We may, indeed, and muſt, ſo far judzef 
for our ſelves, as to be ſatisfied that we muſt ot 
judge for ourſelves againſt the Determinations 
ofthe Church, whatever they be, and no far: 
ther; 1 mean, as to theſe Matters: Reaſon 
will be apt to make a little more Uſe of it- 
felf, and ask, Why ſo ? For it theſe Deter-W- 
minations be manifeſtly contrary to Reaſon, 
and yet required to be believed, upon any Au. 
thority whatſoever, This is fil{ denying us 
the Uſe of our Reaſon : So the above-mention- 
ed Abſurdity recurs, and we are juſt where 
we were before. But the Church, it will 
be urged, is a better Judge than any private 
Perſon : We grant it, ordinarily ſpeaking ; 
and add moreover, That in many Caſes, as 
in abſtruſe, 3 Points, Cc. its Autho- 
rity ought to be ſubmitted to: This our Res- 
ſon tells us: And in many Caſes, by ſubmir- 
ing to the Judgments of Others, we rationally 
and freely judge for Ourſelves. * But to per- 


e 
. 
2 


* To ſhew that I am far from denying Church” 
Authority, or allowing too much to private Fudgment ef 
See Preſervative againſt Unſeitled Notions, &c. Vol. 

I. Diſcourſe 1K, from P. 9 to P. 22. 


ſuade 


1 Part I. 
made us to beHeve the Church, when its 
RA ſertions are directly contrary to the firft 
: Principles of Common Senſe, or, which is, in 
„ ffect the ſame Thing, to the plaineſt Doct- 
ines of Scripture, which we are ſatisfied is 
gie Word of God, is ſtill again denying us 
he Uſe of our Peaſon 2 freſh Repetition of 
he ſame Abſurdity ; and we are not advanc'd 
ne ftep further. To ſay we muſt uſe our own 
Judgments, til we are convinced of the Church's. 


pr Guide, and no longer. 


— 


Private Juagmenr. 5 


lat hority, and no longer, is juit as if we 
ould be allowed to ſee, till we have found 
You have here 
ound your Guide > This is the Man; and 
ow you have Him, you have no more Uſe 
fyour Eyes : Nay you are obliged to pur 
hem out; at leaſt, to be blindfold, or wink 
ery hard: If yon do not, you cannot be 


Þuided by him. Is not This excellent Ad- 


W'ice, and excellent Arguing ? If That be the 


aſe, the Guide ſhall ſpare his Pains for Me: 


will certainly ſee for myſelf, and, when 
am at a Loſs, enquire the Way, and get the 
eſt Information from others, that J am able. 


nſuch a Caſe too, I ſhould. vehemently ſuſ- 
de, or rather be very ſure, that my pretend- 
d Guide had a View to his own Advantage, 
nore than to ine. Or, which amounts to 
auch the fame, it will be impoſſible to con- 
ince the Judgment of any rational Man, that 
he Church has, or can have, ſo much Autho- 


Fity, as That of Rome arrogates to herſelf; 


e. Authority enough to impole the groſſeſt 
alſhoods and Abſurdities upon the World, 
d to baniſh common Reaſon out of it.. Jur. 
lefled Saviour not only permits the Uſe of 

B. 5 private 


To Church-Authority &c. Part l. 


private Judgment, but commands it. Tea, and 
why even of your own ſelves (ſays he) judge | 
wot what 1s right? Luke xii. 57. Judge ny 0 
according to the Appearance; but judge right 0 
eous Judgment, John vii. 24. He often a. 
peals to the Reaſon of particular and privat t 
Perſons. If 1 do not the Works of my Father 
believe me not. John x. 37. To paſs over 
many other Inſtances. If this Gift of God, 
which is in us, be ſo far from being firr'd i 
as it ought, that it be ſuffocated, and op 
preſs'd ;, If this Candle of the Lord, as the 
Wiſe Man calls it, be extinguiſhed 5 the 
World will be in Darkneſs, notwithſtanding 
the Church's Authority. And indeed it i; 
hard to determine, whether the Wickedne; 
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of Some in extinguiſhing it, or the Folly 7 
and Wickedneſs too, of Others, in ſufferingWnd 
it to be extinguiſhed, be the greater. If Rego i 


fon be deſtroy'd > farewel Faith, and Religion Who! 
For That Faith, and Religion, which {is noo | 
Rational, is Nothing, or worſe than Nothing or. 
True Faith, and Religion, do not ſuperſedg$vU! 
Reaſon ; but ſuppoſe it, and are built upon iin di 
And, ina well ordered Edifice, does thut ( 
Superſtructure deſtroy the Foundation or i 
However, let it be obſerved for the Honou 
of the Church of Rome, that, according to he 
own Doctrine, we muſt abandon our Reaſon: 
before we can be of her Communion. Nay 
not only our Reaſon, but our Senſes: Of whic 
latter, more in its proper Place. We mu 


believe, it ſeems, as the Church believes 
What, though the Church believes, andJMatth 
teaches, monſtrous Lies, and damnable ImpieF%::zy 
ties? Though it tells us, that Two and Threfhould 


make Seven; that Murder and — 7 
awful 


1 


Part I. Infallibility. 11 


ad [awful ? For I will juſtify it, and ſhew by 
e x particular Inſtances hereafter, that the Church 
12 of Rome maintains Principles, full as abſurd 


% 


- 


gbr 7 as the former, and full as wicked as the latter, 
According to her Notion of the Church's Au- 
vate thority, our Saviour's Religion was no Refor- 
ther, EX. And He Himſelf was an Impoſtor 7 


For the Jewiſa Church, as we All know, 
condemn'd both It and Him. 

Beſides , when they talk of the Church's 
HAuthority, by which private Judgment is 
hus to be controuled 5 What Church do they 


$422 ? Or, What do they mean by the Church? 
dine, it is true, deny it of any Church; but 
it iowever, They are not The Church: As L 
dne hall ſhew hereafter. 


They indeed ſay, Theirs is The Church; 


eringWnd, moreover, that Infallibility is annex'd 
f Real it. If this were true; I confeſs her Au- 
gie hority would be unqueſtionable. But how 
no io they prove it? What Afracles do they 
thingW&'ork to juſtify the Pretence ? Many; if we 


ill believe Them: And thoſe I ſhall conſider 
n due Time. At preſent I obſerve, That if 
put One of them be prov'd falſe, All are ſo: 
or it is impoſſible that God and the Devil 
ould conſpire in the ſame Cauſe. Well; 
dut They prove it from Scripture. Their 
Litations from the Old Teſtament are ſo very 
oreign to the Purpole ; that I think it not 
yorth While to mention them. As for 
muſſhe New; Lo, I am with you always (ſays 
ievesPur Saviour) even unto the End of the World. 
„ andÞatth. xxviii. 20. But does this imply Infal- 
mpie N bility? Sure a Thing of That vaſt Conſequence 
Threthould have been expreſſed in plainer Words. It 
ry are manifeſtly 


lawf 


T2 Tifallibility. Part l. 
manifeſtly means no more than our Saviour's 
eſpecial Providence over the Church in ge- 
neral, not That of Rome in particular, and 
hindering it from Periſhing or Falling away. 
Then, ſay they, St. Paul aſſures us, That 
the Church is the Ground and Pillar of Truth. | 
1 Tim. iii. 15. That is, ſay We, to omitÞ 
many other Interpretations which have been 
= upon the Place, it is the Keeper of the 
acred Depoſitum the Holy Scriptures, and 
in difficult Points great Regard is to be had 
to its Determinations : But there is no Infal· 
libility in all this. To which may be added] 
the famous Circle of the Romaniſts in arguing 
this Mitter; by which they endeavour to 
prove the Authority of the Church from the 
Authority of the Scriptures, and the Autho- 
rity of the Scriptures from the Authority of 
the Church : Which is proving a Thing by 
itſelf ; z. e. proving nothing at all. 

Beſides \ They are not agreed among them 
ſelves Where, and in Whom, this Infallibi- 
lity is lodged 5 whether in the Pope alone, o 
in a Council alone, or in Both together; t. 
_ over ſeveral other Subdiviſions of Di 

inctions, Which it would be tedious to men 
tion. What an Jnfallibility muſt This be 
when They themlelves know not where t 
place it? An Infallible Guide, it ſeems, ther: 
is, ſome mere or other; but the Misfortunt 
is, they tuo vor Where. What then can ei 
ther We, or They, be the better for him 
De non apprrentibus & non exiſtentibus, eade 
eft ratio; Things not appearing, and Thing 
not in Being, are, as to us, or as to any U 
we can make of them, altogether the oY [ 
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Or if they place the Infallibility in the Pope, 


as the thorough Papiſts do; what ſhall we 


hay of Thoſe Popes who condemned many Po- 
% Doctrines and Practices? Were they in- 

F-llible too? * Such as Pope Leo, and Gelaſius, 
who condemned Communion in one Kind ? 
Pope Gregory I. who condemned the Worſhip 
of Images, and the Title of Univerſal Bi- 
ſhop ? with many other Inſtances which 
might be produced. To paſs over likewiſe 
& Theſe Sovereign Pontiffs, who by the Confeſ- 

lion of All, were Monfters of Vice and Wick- 
edneſs,, were Thoſe infallible, who, by the 
Acknowledgment of the Church of Rome her- 
ſelf, were Hereticks, condemned by Councils, 
and excommunicated , fach as Pope Liberius, 
Pope Honorius, and ſome more? When 
there were, as it often happened, two Ri- 
val Popes at the ſame Time; we ask, Which 
of them was infallible? Or, were they Both 
ſo, though they contradifted and condemned 
cach other? Was there ever ſuch an unac- 
countable Infallibility as This ? Their own 
Canon Law fit ſelf ſuppoſes that a Pope 
may be a Heretick : How then can he be in- 
fallible ? Beſides 5 if there were any ſuch 
Thing, is it to be conceived that the Scrip- 
ture ſhould ſay nothing of it? nay, that it 
ſhould not aſſert it in the plaineſt and ſtrongeſt 
Terms imaginable ? Since it would bea Mat- 
ter of the utmoſt Conſequence ;, the End of all 
Strife; the final Deciſion of all Controver- 


* 1 
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* See Barrow on the Pope's Supremacy, P. 24. 
T Barrow. P. 259. 


ſies 


14 Lnfallibility. Part I. 
ſies, Doubts, and Difficulties. For the ſame 
Reaſon, is it to be conceived, that, if there 
were any ſuch Thing, the whole Church of 
Chriſt ſhould, for ſo many hundreds of 
Years, know nothing of it? Concerning both 
which more ſhall be ſaid, when. we come to 
ſpeak of the Pope's pretended Supremacy , i 
with which his pretended Infallibility has a 
very near Connexion. If He is, and ever 
was, infallible >; What were Councils called for, fa 
when an Appeal to Him had been much the . 
eaſier, ſhorter, and ſurer Way ? Ci 
Why, to this Latter, Many of the Romiſb Mat 
Communion, particularly the Church of France ol 
will anſwer > That it is in Thoſe Councils, WF £; 
not in the Pope, that This Infallibility is IM at 
lodged. They mean general Councils. And ar 
We anſwer, iſt. There never was a general ri. 
Council, ſtrictly ſpeaking, and never will be 
be: Even Thoſe which were ſtiled ſo, were WM ce 
iniproperly ſtiled ſo; by the ſame Synecdoche M jo: 
that the Roman Empire was called the World. ¶ ut 
But now, ſince the Caſe is altered as to Tem- WW er: 
poral Government, and there is no ſuch Per- MW mc 
ſon as a general Monarch; it is yet more un- Ro 
likely that there ſhould be any ſuch Thing as F. 
a general Council: Therefore ſuch an Infal- Ned 
libility as This, was never in the Church; or IF - ] 
if it were, it is now loſt. 2dly. The few Mis t 
Councils which were called General, and bid Wl a+ 
faireſt to deſerve That Name, never dream- Per 
ed of being infallible , nor made the leaſt ¶ yet 
Pretence to any ſuch Privilege. 3dly. Thoſe 
who are for the Infallibility of general Coun- I 
Cils can no more agree among themſelves, than 
Thoſe who leave it more at large. Some 


Councils called General Ones, the ſame New 
| ons 
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ſons acknowledge; others they reject. And 
thoſe which are acknowledged by Some, are 
rejected by Others. And ſo we are ſtill un- 


der the ſame Uncertainty as before. * 4thly. 


There is Nothing in Scripture concerning the 


Infallibility of Councils, any more than of the 
Pope. Thoſe Texts which are urged for it, 
have been above conſidered. 

But ſuppoſing a general Council to be in- 
fallible ; | do not ſee what the Cauſe of Po- 
pery would ger by it. In what general Coun- 
cil were its Do&rines eſtabliſhed ? For That 


at Trent was far from being ſuch > as we ſhall 


obſerve hereatter : And beſides, the whole 
French Church diſclaims the chief Article eſt- 
abliſhed by it, viz. The Pope's Supremacy z 
and, by Conſequence, diſclaims the Autho- 


| rity of That Synod. And ſhould there now 


be a Council truly general; Popery would 
certainly be condemned by it: A great Ma- 
jority of the Churches of Chriſtendom being 
utterly averſe from That Religion: Nay, the 
greateſt, moſt learned, and, in all Reſpects, 
moſt conſiderable, of all the Churches of the 
Romiſh Communion itſelf, I mean, That of 
France, rejecting its main Article, as I obſery- 
ed before. 

But farther, and to ſhew how impoſlible it 
is that there ſhould be any infallible Guide 
at al; ſuppoſe there were any Perſon, or 
Perſons, in Himſelf, or Themſelves, infallible z 
yet He, or They, could not be ſo, as a 


UG 
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® See the Caſe ſtated, P. 23. &c. 
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Guide, Or Guides, to Others; unleſs They were 
Infallible too; (and if they were, they would 
need no Guide at all:) For the Deciſions, and 
Determinations of Him, or Them, might be 
miſunderſtood, at leaſt, in many Things; their 
Writings corrupted,or theirMeaning perverted, 
What then ? Is their no outward infalli- | 
ble Judge upon Earth? No; Not Any, 
They argue, that it is zeceſſary there ſhould | 
be ſuch a Judge; and therefore God has ap 
pointed one: We argue, that he has not ap- 
ointed one; and therefore None is neceſſary. 
hat He has nor appointed any in Fact, and i 
that tere cannot be any in Reaſon, I think I 
have ſhewn; as I have likewile, that they 
cannot ſhew us where He is to be found. Af- 
ter This, to ſay it is neceſſary that there ſhould 
be one, is Begging the Queſtion, making them- 
ſelves wiſer than God, and arraigning his Pro- 

vidence in the Government of the World. 
But what ſhall we do then ? How ſhall the 
Unity of Faith, and the Peace of the Church, 
be preſerved ? We heartily wiſh they were 
preſerved better than they are; In the 
mean time, We muſt bear our Burthen as well 
as we can; and are very ſure that we ſhall 
not mend the matter, by amuſing and deceiv- 
ing ourſelves with a Remedy which is not in 
Being. But, at this Rate, it will be ſaid, Di- 
verſity of Opinions, Errors, and Herefies, will 
continue among Chriſtians : So they will, and 
muſt, and me cannot helpit; as long as ſo great 
a Part of Mar kind is fooliſh and wicked : God 
has done his Pert. by giving us Reaſon, and 
Scripture, and ſpiritual (tho not infallible) 
Guides: If we honeſtly make Uſe of all theſe, 
we 


atholick, i. e. 
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we are certainly Right, in the main. If theſe 
will not do, nothing will: We are all Men, 
nd muſt proceed upon human Motives, upon 
the beſt Evidence we can get; which is never 
he leſs rational, for not being always infallible. 

II. Nearakin to their Notion of Church- 
\uthority, is that of Catholiciſm : Which is 


the Second Point I promiſed to conſider. A- 
Porticular Church, indeed, may be Catholick 
In one Senſe, i. e. true, ſound, and pure, and 


holding the Catholick Dottrine : but not 
Univerſal. To ſay Roman- 
atholick therefore, as They mean it, is to 
ay Part-Whole which is a Contradiction. 
he Church of Rome, notwithſtanding her 


Woaſts, is but a Part of the Catholick Church; 


nd, in Compariſon of all the reſt, a ſmall 
art, as well as a moſt corrupt one. But by 


the Catholick Church, they will mean their 


Don, Which is at once again Begging the 
Queſtion and making Themſelves both Witneſſes 
nd Judges in their own Cauſe : Thel aft be- 
ng as great an Inſult upon Equity, as the 
Uther is upon Lagick. The Truth is, The 
hurch of Rome is neither the Catholick 
hurch in one of the Senſes above-mentioned, 
tor 4 Catholick Church in the Other: Which 
atter I ſhall fully prove, when I come to 
onſider its particular Corruptions. So that 
doman- Catholicꝶ is, upon all Accounts, falſe 
nd ridicluous. The Church of Rome, even 
n her pureſt State, is always mentioned by 
he Ancients, as a particular Church ; and 
er Biſhop as a particular Biſhop, not as an 
niverſal Monarch; of which hereafter. The 

urch and the Catholick Church, _ — 

ee 
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deed, Expreſſions anciently applyed toe. 
Her 5 but then they are applyed to Other, Il. 
as well as to Her : And to Neither, in the 2 
Senſe in which the Romaniſts Now uſe them fu 

But They ſay, Their Church 7s the Catholich He, 
as being the Principle of Unity; all others be Hey: 
ing no farther Catholick, than as they adhere lot 
to Her, and hold Communion with Her ie! 
We anſwer ; 1ſt. There is, in Reaſon, ore 
Occaſion for This Principle: Which woul!l a: 
deſtroy Unity, iaſtead of preſerving it: As At „„ 
tempts to ſet up Univerſal Monarchy, bottle 1 
in Church and State, have always done. The in: 
Unity of the Church conſiſts in the Union hic 
the Members to one another, and to Chri arts 
their only Head; not to any viſible Vico er 
General under him. And therefore, 2dlv. li: i 
Fact there is no ſuch Principle: No ſuch Vie. 
niverſal Spiritual Monarch, or Vicar GeneralMhd | 
appointed by Chriſt, or thought on by ther ( 
Church for many Centuries of Years 5 tilhat 
the Biſhop of Rome, by his own Authority 
that is, by no Authority at all, was pleaſedWitio: 
to advance himſelf to That high Dignity, andWun& 
to Lord it, and Tyrannize over God's InheWMholi, 
ritance. Which ſhall be proved, when weWrete 
come to the Article of the Pope's Supremacy vai 
At preſent we paſs on to the Third PointMhe P 
laid down, viz. as b 


III. The Rule of Faith. This has a neatſnterr 
Connexion with what goes before, viz. TheWſye 
Authority of the Church, and Infallibility prove 
For they ſay, the Scriptures are defective andſſo be 
inſufficient of themſelves; in order to make WI 
way, either for their infallible lr or nore 

eir 
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cir infallible Interpretations, or Both. In- 
BS !ibility, whether in Pope, or Councils, has 
een already conſidered. And if it be a zo leſs 
rd Notion, nay a much more abſurd 
iche, as applyd to Oral Tradition (i. e. a Con- 


be cy ance of Facts and Doctrines by Word of 
ere louth) which Some of them will have to be 
Jer. We Rule of Faith, and ſuperior to the Scrip- 


res; nay, if ſucha Tradition be no true Rule 
= 4: And moreover, if there be no Trad:- 
„ of any kind, befides the Scripture to 
Ne received as of divine Authority: Then 
ill the Scripture remain the ſole Rule of Faith, 
hich is the Point we contend for. Some 
arts of the Scripture, I own, may require 
Wterpretation - But That is no Argument why 
e ſbould not look upon the Whole as a Raule. 
he Laws of the Land require Interpretation; 
Id yet were never denv'd to be the Rule of 
ur Civil Obedience. And we acknowledge, 
hat the beſt Interpretation of Scripture is 
Wy Catholick (though not Infallible) Tra- 
Wition ; both written and anwritten, in Con- 
inction with each other. I tay, truly Ca- 


nhe-Wholick : For I have above ſhewn, that the 
| Weſ@retended Catholiciſm of the Church of Rome 
nac, vain and groundleſs. What really delerves 
'ointWhe Name of Catholick Doctrine, is ſuch as 


as been always, and wniverſally, received in 
he Chriſtian Church. Upon Scripture thus 
nterpreted, we are always ready to joyn 
flue with the Romaniſts: By This Rule we 
drove Our Religion to be True, and Theirs 
o be Falſe: As will be. ſeen in the Sequel. 

When they tell us, That oral Tradition 1s 


more certain than Scripture 3 or, That Things 
can 


been preſerved without any, at leaſt an 
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can be more ſurely delivered thro' many hun- 
_dreds of Ages by Word of Mouth, than by 
Writing; They contradict common Senſz,l 
and the Experience of Mankind: to which 
they are, upon all Occaſions, extremely prone 
Does it not ſtand to Reaſon, That, in lony 
Tract of Time, very many Things may be, 
nay unavoidably muſt be, loſt, and bury! 
in Oblivion; and a Multitude of others mil 
ſtaken and miſrepreſented, when bare Memof 
ry, Hearſay, and Word of Mouth, are de 
I upon; Which might very well hay 


material, or conſiderable, Alteration, had they 
been committed to Writing? St. John aſſure 
us, that numberleſs Miracles were wrought 
by our Saviour, which are not mentioned in 
his Book; nor, indeed, could be compre 
hended in Any; for that if they ſhoult 
all be recorded, even the World itſef (as h 
Hyperbolically ſpeaks) could not contain th 
Books that HHould be written. John xxi. 25. | 
there ſo much as One of Theſe delivere 
down to us by Oral Tradition ? The Churc 
of Rome indeed, if we will believe Her, ha 
many Miracles of her own; but, except Thok 
in Scripture, 1 never heard that ſhe had Oy 
of our Saviour's. 
But to come more cloſely to the Point 
IT will briefly conſider their Objections a 
gainſt the Sufficiency of the Word of God; with 4 
This Obſervation, by the Way, that theyſWes; 
are the very ſame which are urged by Deifere 
and Atheiſts. In anſwer therefore to the Ar 
guments alledg'd by Infidels on the one Hand fete 
and Theſe Men who call themſelves the one ar 
tut 


dart. I. The Rule of Faith. * 


t I 

hun e Believers, on the other; I ſhall at once 

n ew, that they are no real Arguments againſt | 
enſe e Sufficiency of Scripture; and that what 


W orce- they have, is much ſtronger againſt Oral 
radition, than againſt Scripture. 


rone. : 
log 474 1. We cannot be certain that the 
be criptures were written by Thoſe Authors 
arye hoe Names they bear. Anſw. We are as 


ertain of This, as we are, or can be, of 
ny Thing of the ſame Kind. We have as 
uch Evidence as the Nature of the Thing 
ill admit. Nobody has any Sort of Doubt 
oncerning the Genuineneſs of other Books 
or which there is no more Proof, than for 
heſe. Who queſtions whether Aenophon, 


zught nd Thucydides, Livy, and Ceſar, wrote thoſe 
ed ooks which go under their ſeveral Names? 
np is true, ſome Books have been forged ; but 
oul8When1 it has been proved that they have: But 


hoſe which have been univerſally received 
y the World as genuine, muſt be ſuch : O- 


5. I{Werwiſe, there is an End of human Teſtimony, 
verel d human Faith; than which there can be no 


reater Abſurdity: For then there muſt, in 


* ffect, be an End of the World it ſelf. Nay, 
5 0 
Tho he have much more Evidence for the Genu- 


eneſs of Theſe Writings, than of any others 
hich yet were never doubted of. Becauſe, 
their firſt Appearance, they were malici- 
uſly oppoſed by the whole World in a manner, 
y a Multitude of learned and powerful Ene- 

ties; who yet always acknowledged that they 
ere genuine. Porphyry, Celſus, Julian, and 
Others, who attempted to confute them, never 
retended to deny them. But now ſuppoſe 
e are fold of a Fact, or Doctrine, never com- 
mitted 
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mitted to Writing, which firſt came from we 
know not Who, and has been tranſmitte4 
down to us, by Word of Mouth for 1700 
Years together; are we ſo very certain of it 
true Author? Or rather, are we not abſolute 
deſtitute of all Evidence concerning him? 

Arg. 2. Suppoſe Thele Books to be really 
written by Thoſe, whoſe Names they bear; 
yet, how can we be ſure, that they are right| 
ly tranſcribed, printed, tran/latedy&c. ! Anſw.1il 
We are, at leaſt, as {ure that Theſe are {Hl 
as that any other Books are; concernin 
which, none of theſe Objections are made 
2dly. We have all the Reaſon in the Wor! 
to think that Theſe are preſerved more en 
tire than any Others: Becauſe, ſuppoſing 
them to be divinely inſpired, as the Papiſ 
acknowledge them to be, we cannot conceiy 
but that God's more eſpecial Providenc 
watches over them. Such, however, The 
tell us, is the Uncertainty of what is Veri 
ten: Suppoſing it were very great, as it | 
really none at all; Is there not, at leaſt, ; 
much in what is Spoken ? Cannot Words Sp 
ken be miſrepreſented, altered, and - corru 
ted, as well as Words Written? Are the 
not indeed much more likely to be ſo? Eſp 
cially, when they are convey'd down throug 
Millions of Speakers, by the Help of Memor 
only? As for the various Readings of the Scrif 
tures, ſo much objected againſt Us, and th 
Scriptures, there are but Three, or Four, | 
much as pretended to be material. And eve 
Thoſe are ſuch; that the Doctrines ſaid to If 
— or weakened by them, are eſti 


liſhed by many other Texts, of whick*then 
art 
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we re no various Readings. However, Is it not 
ttc WMikely that there ſhould be as many various 
71 . ppealing, as Readings ? And, indeed, infinite - 
1 1 more? | 
uteh N Arg. 3. The Scriptures are ohſcure, and hard 
o be underſtood. Anſw. Not in any neceſſa- 
ea) Point either cf Faith, or Practice. And 
ear Mn ſome Things it is fit they ſhould beſo, 
gh: 1 have * elſewhere ſhewn. Beſides; moſt 
v. I f the Difficulties, material ones, at leaſt, are 
e er) capable of being explained; and accord- 
rninWngly have been explained. But however, 
nadeWWnd to put it in the worſt, is it not probable 
/ or What there will be as many and great Diffi- 
e erulties, and Obſcurities, in what is ſaid, as in 
olnWrhat is written? Or rather, many more, and 
api h greater? Cannot the Holy Ghoſt ſpeak 
ces plainly in Writing, as Men can by oral 
den Vadition? Further; 'tis notorious that Thoſe 
TheWf the Traditionary-Church, i. e. the Romif 
Miß ommunion, diſpute among Themſelves about 
it Ihe Senſe of Scripture, as much as We do. 
it, Mio then can ſuch Tradition aſcertain the 
s SpWenſe of Scripture ? Or ſupply its Defects, 
YrruW there were any to be ſapply'd ? 
the Upon the Whole therefore, The Degree of 
Ei\pWvidence in Theſe Matters is the great Point 
rouWMliſted upon. And Nothing but infallible 
2MoWertanty will ſerve Their Turn. We cannot 
Scriſhe infallibly ſure, ſay They, that Theſe, or 
1d hoſe, were the Authors of ſuch and ſuch 


* Pooks; That they are rightly tranſcribed, 
E Ve! 


| to be gs 


> eſtg Preſerv. Vol. I. Diſc. zd. 
then | 


art tranſlatedz 
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ad W*cary to Scripture, Reaſon, and our Senſes, 
e the Scribes and Phariſees, ſo ſeverely 
cel ondemned by our Saviour, They reach for 
wc Dot ines the Commandments of Men; making 


he Mord of God of none Effect by their Tra- 
litions. Mark vii. 7, and 13. 


5 3 


the 


nin To hy we muit ſubmit to the Church's In- 
upl:WWerprecaccons of Scripture, be they what they 
erh ill though contrary to the plaineſt Meaning 
her f it, is to repeat tne Abſurdity already fo 
me ten mentioned; that is, to deny us the Dſe 
it tu our Reaſon. Of which I need ſay no more 
bf EW This Place. | 


vil Upon This Article of Scripture too, as Be- 
m ore upon That of Reaſon, they run into the 
1, ene groſs and moſt childiſh Fallacy ; I mean 


rguing from the accidental Abuſe of a Thing, 
hovgh ir irſelf neceſſary, againſt the total Uſe 
fit. The Scripture may be ignorantly miſ- 
nder/tood, or wilfully wreſted and perverted, to 
he Purpoſes of Hereſy, and Schiſm, Vice, and 
mmorality. It may; and who can help it? 


ice it 
thei 
near 
11 the 


pleat will be Thus, as long as ſo great a Part of 
attrWhe World is injudicious, fooliſh, and wick- 
reprefWd. But is This any Argument againſt its be- 
hat a [ficient Rule in itſelf, or our Making 
nd 1Wſe of it as ſuch ? According to This Way of 
InfiReaſoning, there can be no ſuch Thing as 4 
weregvle at all; either of Faith, or of any Thing 
t leaſe. Becauſe a Rule may be miſapplied, bent, 


anageſhr diftorred, does it therefore follow that it 

effedÞ o Rule? Or that it may not be held ftrair, 

1it:onr daly applied? Beſides; here again, as in all 

f thiſhe Inſtances before- mentioned, Oral Trad:- 
fit ton, or any other Tradition, is liable, and the 

ſo con Former 
trar 
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Former much more liable, to the very ſame 
Objections. 

But they tell us, that the Church aſcerrain WW 
rhe Scriptures themſelves, by preſerving them 
delivering them down from one Age to ang- 
ther, aſſuring us that they are genuine, ande 
written by Thoſe whoſe Names they bear, r 
Anſw. 1ſt. It ſeems then we may be aſſuredii' 
that they are genuine; Which Some of the ut 
#nanifts, as we have ſeen, will by no means Man 
low. 2. It does not from hence follow (Has 
would be Strange, if it did) that the Hurt 
by her Traditions, Jnterpretations, . or amm 
thing elſe, rakes the Scriptures what they ar | : 
or is ſuperior, or even equal to them. But o 
Adverſaries take great Pains to puzzle a ed 
perplex the Controverſy, by not rightly die. 
tinguiſhing the Teſtimony from the Thing teig. 
Ned to, and the Meaus of Conveyance from tea. 
Thing conveyed ;, or by ſetting the Firſt abo r w 
the Laſt. The Title of a King may be pro ece 
ed by the Teſtimony of Plebeians > are Ther . 
therefore above him, or even equal with hin dh 
A Subject carries a Meſſage, or Letter, fronWrtic!| 
his Prince: Is he therefore upon a Level wii 
him? Or has he therefore Authority to 7nr: Anc 
pret That Meſſage, or Letter, as he pleaſes Feing 
to add to it, or diminiſh from it? The ChurchWut 8 
Authority reftifying, is Human: The ScrinÞie h. 
ture's Authority teſtified to, is Divine: Men of 
in other Words, we receive the Scripture leu 
as we do other Books, upon human Evidenc 
and by human Faith: But when we are fati: 
fied that they are written by Authors divin 


* See 


ly inſpired; Divine Authority immediateſſpr. Par, 
tabq es;. P 
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akes Place; and upon That, Divine Faith im- 


Part J. 27 


nediately follows. The Church then does not 


Wive Authority to the Scriptures; it would 


2 Blaſphemy to ſay ſo; but keeps them, and 

lelivers them. down, and is, in different rei- 
dects, a Witneſs to them, and a Receiver and 
r them. They have not Therefore 
livine Authority, becauſe She receives them; 
ut She Therefore receives them, becauſe ſhe 
an prove, or it is proved to her, that they 
ave divine Authority. And This Tradition 
f the Church we entirely acknowledge, and 
mbrace. 

| muſt here obſerve to our Adverſaries, that 
hough I have, in compliance with Them, 
ſed Their Language; yet it is not properly 
he Church, as ſuch, but the Chriſtian World, 
ay the World in general, fews, Turks, and 

eathens, as well as Chriſtians, who are, 

r were, Witneſſes to the Holy Scriptures ;, or 
2 and Acknowlegers of them, as genuine; 
r Both. 
zaly. Here again, as upon almoſt every other 
Irticle, We muſt remind them, that the Re- 
1% Church is not The Church. 

And even as a Part of it, She is ſo far from 
eing a faithful Preſerver of the Scriptures 3 
hat She has ſhamefully corrupted them. * 
he has impoſed upon the World a Tran/la- 
jon of them, I mean the Latin Vulgate, as 
t leaſt equal to the Original : though falſe 


— 


* See a Diſcourſe about Tradition, ſuppoſed to be 
Dr. Patrick's, printed at Landon by Miles Fleſher, &c. 
693, P, 35, Sc. 


5 
— 
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in many Places. And though one Pope (Six- 
tus V.) commanded a certain Edition ot it to 
be received as the only true, with a Curſe Ml 
upon All who ſhould vary from it in a Tittle; Ml 
vet, in leſs than two Years, another Pope 
(Clement VIII.) found it defective and corrupt, 
and therefore rejected it, and commanded a- 
nother to be received with the ſame {iria i” 
Injunction. We may obſerve, by the way, ME. 
how infallible both Theſe Popes muſt need; 
be; and, directly to our preſent purpoſe, 
what a Condition the Papiſts muſt be in, with 7 
regard to the Scriptures ; that is, either to.” 
have None at all ; or to incur the Corſe of 
the One Pope, or the Other: For 'tis impoſ- 
ſible to obey Both. They have likewile in 
their ſmaller Catechiſms expung'd the ſecondfl.: 
Commandment out of the Decalogue ; and 55 
moſt impiouſly falſified the Book of God, by F 


adding the Words Maſe and Purgatory to ſem H= 
Texts; and left out a material and neceſſary; . 
Word in another, to make it favour the * 


Doctrine of Image- Morſpip. The Church Mad. 
Rome therefore cannot be truſted as a Keeper...” 
and Preſerver of the Scriptures. | 

Nor indeed of Traditions neither. Thok 
which She obtrudes upon the World beingſſh... 
not Catholick ones; that is, not received by - 
the Univerſal Church; but purely of her ow 
Inventing, and utterly repugnant both to Scrip 
ture, and truly Catholick Tradition. Whic 
will appear, when we come to conſider he 
particular Corruptions. 


„ — 


*gce The Caſe Stated, P. 55+ 56, 57, 38. 1 


* 
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In ſhort} They ſay the Word of God is 


*- WT ontained both in Scriprure and Tradition: We 
to ay it is contained in Scripture only; becaule 
ric j he Divine Authority of th 
| ve can prove the Divine utnority of the 
le ae, but not of the Other. Nay we prove 


hat Their Traditions are ſo far from being 
he Word of Cod; that they are contrary to 
t. We own indeed, that the Scripture's be- 
ng written does not make it of divine Autho- 


bu ity : The Subſtance of it was {poken before 
= t was written: And were any Part of di- 
dle ige Revelation delivered down to us by 


Vord of Movth 5 it would certainly be never 
ge leſs Div ine for That. But then we muſt 
e aſſured that it is ſo, before we can receive 


pol t under That Character: And there is 
X 1 ot the leaſt Proof of any ſuch Thing; un- 
* eſs tue Church of Rome's bare Word for it. 
5 


uy paſs for Evidence. 


» DW The Truth is, the whole Matter at laft 
(omW-71y2s into 75. For notwithſtanding all 


he Duſt they raiſe about Scripture, and Tra- 
ition, they really ſtand to Neither; but only 
ndzavour to amuſe the World with Both, 
hat their own Church's Authority may creep 
between them. Scriprure, They ſay, is an- 
ertain; Who ſhall determine it? The Church; 
hat is, Themſelves. It is doubtful which is a 
ie Tradition, and which Not: Who ſhall 
r OWBetermine it? The Church; that is, Them- 
les. So that after all This Running Divi- 
ons upon the Words, Scripture, Tradition, 
Intiquity, &c. the Definitions of the Church, 
ways meaning Themſelves, are the laſt Re- 

— tt of all: That is to ſay, Popery is the only 


true 
1 C3 
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true Religion, becauſe it is Their Religion ; 
And the Church of Rome is the only tru 
Church, becauſe the Church of Rome ſays ſo. 

That Church, however, is pleaſed to ow 
that the Scriptures are the Word of God. 
they are; how comes She ſo prophanely to bl; 
pheme them by making them good for nothing 
For they — are good for nothing, 
they are not capable of being underſtood. 
Poſition too as rotoriouſly falſe, as It is ſen 
daloufly blaſphemous, 


Beſides ; the Scriptures declare their owl { 
Sufficiency. St. Paul affirms, that they Mi... 
able to make uswiſe unto Salvation; and to main. 
the Man of God perfect. 2 Tim. iii. 15, ui ; 
17. I acknowledge He there ſpeaks of en 
Old Teſtament, ſo far as it goes: But for ti, 
{ame Reaſon, if not a ſtronger, it is true 


the Other, or rather of Both in Conjunctie 
For I hope no Chriſtian will ſay, that ti 
New Teſtament is in any reſpect inferiour t 
the 014. 

To this it may be added, That our Savit 
and his Apoſtles, in arguing with the Jer 
continually appeal to the Scriptures, but n 
ver to any Tradition as diſtin from then 
Though the Jews, like the Papiſts, had the 
Traditions ; and, like Them too, held the 
to be of equal Authority with the writ 
Word of God, or rather ſuperigur to it. 

Then how exyreſs and terrible is That 
St. John in the Cloſe of his Revelation II 
I teftifie unto every Man that heareth the Wai 
of the Propheſy of This Book, If any Man I; 
add unto theſe things, God fhall add unto l. 
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tl he Plagues that are written in This Book. And 
ene, Aan ſpall rake away from the Words of 
tru I he Book of This Propheſy; God ſhall take awa 
10. , Part out of the Book of Life. Rev. xxii- 18, 
og . It will perhaps be replied, That This 
d. | s ſpoken of That Book, the Revelation only; 
WE We of the whole Book of Scripture. And I 
p11; nfiver, 1ſt. Learned Expoſitors, both an- 
ne ient and modern, underſtand it otherwiſe : 
A. | his Book being the Laſt ; and fo cloſing, and 
ſcn ealing, the whole Canon of Scripture. 


Bat 2dly. It it be unlawful to add to, or 
iminih from, ove Book of Scripture, it is 
urely no leſs ſo, to add to, or diminiſh from, 
he Bedy of Scripture in general. 

But need we prove This by Argument ? Is 
t not Se/f-evident that it is the Height of Pre- 
umption and Wickedneſs for Men to add to 
the Word of God, or diminiſb from it? Nor 

an it be pretended that Theſe Wen make their 
Deſalcations and Additions by God's Authority, 
and a mew Revelation: 1ſt. Becauſe they 
ork no Miracles; 2dly. Becaule their new 


10. FDoctrines are contrary to What they Them-- 
Tec lves acknowledge to be God's Word; And 
ut God cannot contradict Himſelf. How plainly 
then:hen has the Church of Rome incurred This 


tremendous Woe, denouncd in a Writing. 
| the which ſhe owns to be Divine | When by her 
rug Frent-Council ſhe has ſo abominably, corrupt- 
ed and depraved the Rule of Faith, and of 
Manners too, added to it, and ſubſtracted 
„I from it, impoſing her own ew Articles as ne- 
W Ycefſary to Salvation; when in Truth they are 
4 Inot only not inScripture (which we have proved 
ato hi ; 9 
C4 
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to be the only true Rule) but directly con- 
trary to it, and advanced in open Defiance Mi 
it. As ſhall be fully ſhewn in due time. AR / 
preſent I proceed to conſider their Reaſoning 

upon the 4th Point I mentioned 5 viz. | 


IV. The Indefectibility of the Church 
The Subſtance of what They alledge under 
This Head, may be reduced to the Two fol 
lowing Arguments. The Firſt is This: Ouf 
Saviour has promiſed that his Church fſhil 
not fail: But ours has failed, Theirs Noth 
And here they come with their old Queſtion 
Where was your Church and Religion before 4 
Luther? The Other is This. If Their Churc*** 


was ſo corrupt as We pretend; it was n P 
true Church at all: From whence it will fol: J 

low, Iſt. That for ſome time, and that a lon Th 
time too, there was no Church in the World 5 
contrary to our Saviour's Promiſe. 2d oy 
That the Church could not be reformed; Th 
For we cannot reform what is not in Being | 
And conſequently our pretended Reformed 2 
Church is a mere Nothing. We will conſider 4 
all theſe Things; but before we do fo, I can l a 
not but remark upon the ſingular Modeſty 0 f 7 f 


the Church of Rome : Firſt, in being mon Ch 
ſtrouſly corrupt; and then making That ven 
Corruption (ſuppoſing it to be real, as I fa A3 
prove it is) an Argument why it /fould nt. 
or could not, be reformed. Is This agreeab >: 
to Reaſon ? or 1 Sign of a good Cauſe ? Bu 

to the Point. 
The Weakneſs of their Firſt Argument will 
appear, if it be clearly drawn out into rr 
1ti0n 
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: i ſütions. The Church of Chriſt cannot fail: 


1 . 
At * 


he Church of England has failed. Though 
ve abſolutely deny the Second Propoſrtion, 


ad ſhall preſently prove it to be falſe; yet 


ſuppoſing it were true, what will be the 
Concluſion? Why This; Therefore the 
hurch of England is not the Church of 
hriſt. Who ever ſaid it was? It is a Chzcch; 
But does not, like that of Rome, pretend to 
be che Church. If then they alter the Con- 
cluſion, and make it run Thus: Therefore 


the Church of England is not a Church of 


Chriſt the Concluſion does not follow from 
the Premiſes; the whole Structure of the Ar- 
gument being falſe, according to the Rules of 
T Arguing, with which it would be abſurd 
to trouble This Audience. If they put it 


Thus: A true Church of Chriſt cannot fail; 


but the Church of England has faild ; I de- 
ny Both Propoſitions. And the Diſproof of 
Them will be a full Anſwer to This Argu- 
ment. 

As to the Firſt; There is no Promiſe of 
Indefectibility made by our Saviour to any 
particular Church (and we have proved That 
of Rome itſelf to be no more) but to the 
Church in general. A true particular Church 


may be extinguiſhed : Many actually are ſo; 


As ſome in Alia, and Africa. Were not the 
Seven Churches to which St. John wrote, true 
Churches? And where are they Now? 


There being Four Terms in the Syllogiſm. 
CS Where 


34 The Indefeftibility Part 1 
Where are the Churches of Carthage, and Mt | 
Hippo, and ſeveral Others ? God 0 had 
and always will have, a true Church upon } 
Earth; but in what Part of the World, be 4, 
has no where promiſed. E. 
As to the 2d Propoſition; Their Church 
they boaſt, has not failed. We do not fay 5 
it has; though it has, and does, come mud 
nearer to it than Ours: but it may fail, 1 th, 
Others have actually done. But Ours, the 
affirm, has fail'd already. How ſo? If wil 
look backwards, as we may obſerve by th Kit 
way It is older than Theirs. According tl: 
the beſt Accounts we have, there was a Chr rel 
ſtian Church in Britain, even before the: ho! 
was one at Rome: And This is acknowledge * 
by Some of the moſt Learned and E minen g, 
of their own * Communion. And is it ny , 
in Being now? It may fail, tis true; An 05 
fo may Theirs, or any Other. For our 8. 5 l 
viour's Promiſe, as I faid Before, was n ma. 
made to any particular Church. "2 
But they tell us, We failed during the P til 
valency of what we call Popery as a. corrup 6d 
Religion, 'till the Time of our pretend: if 
Reformation: For where was our Church an dur 
Religion during all That time? TI anſwer may 
1ſt. By dating its Failure from That Period tra- 
They ſeem to acknowledge that it was i 


„ —_ 


* Bavronins, and Suarez, See Biſhop Bull's C0! 
ruptions of the Church of Rome, publiſhed by D 
Hickes, P. 283. | 
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Being before; which ſhews that, even accor-- 


ing to Them, We have Antiquity on our 


fide, and. They are Innovators. For 800 Years. 


1 had paſt, before the Time from which they 


date our pretended Failure. 2dly. As to the 
Externals of the Church, Government, Suc- 
ceſſion of Biſhops, Diſcipline, Sacraments,, 
Cc. we anſwer, we were among Them du- 
ring all That time: And. acknowledge that 
they were, and are, a true Church with. 
regard to Thoſe Externals. 3dly. As to Do-- 
drines; They muſt be diſtinguiſh'd into two 
Kinds; Poſitive; i. e. Thoſe which are held 
in common by Them, and Us, and all. Chri- 
ſtians : And Negative; i. e. Thoſe which we 
hold in Contradiction to Them, and are ſo- 
many Proteſtations againſt Their Errors. The: 
Former were delivered down to us through 4 
Ages of the Church, from Chriſt, and his A-- 
poſtles, to This Day; through ſeveral hun- 
dreds of Years, pure and unmiv d; through 
many ore, mingled with grievous Corruptions, 
from which we at laſt reform'd And we hear- 
tily wiſh all other Churches, infe&ed with 
them, had done the like. As to the Larter; 
If They ask us Where were our Doctrines 
during That Time, or before it, (that we 
may, by the Way, take in That too) as con- 
tra-diſt inguiſhed to Theirs, as Proteſtations 
againſt them, or under That Form? The Que- 
ſtion is {ophiſtical and ridiculous :: For with 
reſpect to the Time before it, how could Any” 
reform from Poperv, before Popery was in 
being? or proreſt, when tiere was nothing to 
de proteſied wgaint 2 With reſpect to the 

Times 


— 
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Times when Popery prevail d without Op- 
poſition, to ask us Where our negative Do- 
ctrines They were, I mean 4 negative, ot 
under That form, is to ask us, Where wal 
the Reformation before the Reformation ? Ty 
ask a Man recovered of a Diſtemper, Where 
was his healthy Conſtitution while be was ſick? 

Which is manifeſtly ſenſeleſs, and abſurd, 
But if we are further interrogated, Where 
were our diſtinguiſhing Doctrines, as to Sun 
and Subſtance, before the Reformation? We 
anſwer, they were, where Theirs never weren 
in the Scriptures , (And there they are till) 
and in the Univerſal Church of Chriſt for + 
bout 600 Years 5 during which Time Their 
were never heard of. For let Us, in our 
Turn, having anſwered Their Challenge, be 
permitted to make one to Them. It has in 
deed been often made; and never yet an 
{wered : Nor ever will, or can be. Or ifi 
can; Let us ſee it, and we will give up the 
whole Cauſe. Where was Their Religion for 
about the Firſt 600 Years after Chriſt ? Le 
them ſhew us in Thoſe times, Tranſubſtan 
tiation, the Pope's Supremacy, Image-Wor 
ſhip, Prayers in an unknown Tongue, Com 
munion in on Kind, and the reſt of the Pr: 
ctices and Doctrines, concerning which w 
differ from them, as being the Practices an 
Doctrines of the Catholick Church: I ſay was. 
let them ſhew vs Theſe; and there is mo 
End of the Controverſy. But they cannot] yet 
do it: There were no ſuch Things in thi Sent 
primitive Church; any more than in th fo ir 


Scriptures, Therefore they are Innovation = 
and It 


rupt 
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and Corruptions. And This, I hope, may be 
a ſuffcient Anſwer to their famous Queſtion , 
ere was Your Church and Religion before 
Luther? 

Their other Argument ſtands Thus. If 
Their Church was ſo corrupt as We pretend; 
it was really no Church at all. From whence 
it will follow, 1ſt. That for a long Time 
there was no Church upon Earth, contrary to 
our Saviour's Promiſe. 2dly. That it could 
not be reformed: For we cannot reform what 
is not in Being; and conſequently, our pre- 
tended Reformed Church is a mere Nothing. 
I anfwer; 1ſt. Here again they go upon their 
old precarious and moſt falle Suppoſition, 
That They are the only Chriſtians in the 
World; that there neither is, nor ever was, 
any Church, but Theirs. Whereas had Theirs 
totally failed, and been {wept off from the 
Face of the Earth (as 1 believe it one day will 
be, when Others will proſper and flouriſh) 
fo our Saviour's Promiſe had not failed with it; 

Lei becauſe there were, and are, many other 
ſtar Churches in the World; the Greek, or Ea- 
Vor ftern ones particularly; which never acknows 
Jom ledged the leaſt Dependance upon the See of 
Pri Rome. | 
1 wel 2dly. From Their Church's being fo cor- 
s an rupt as we affirm, it does not follow that it 
| ſay was, or is, 2 Church ar all. It was, and is, 
s a} moſt abominably vitiated and depraved; but 
inne yet a true Church. True, I mean, in one 
the Senſe of the Word; for it is certainly not 
the ſo in another. It is true, as the Word means 
tions real > not true, as it means right, or ſound. 
It has all the eſſential Parts; but then even 

in 
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in Them it is ſo corrupted, that we cannot 
be of its Communion without grievous Sin, and 
extreme Hazard of our Souls. A Man who 
has the Plague, is a true Man, i. e. has all 
the Eſſentials of a Man; but he is common. 
ly ſaid to be an undone, loſt Man; and we all 
know it is by no means ſafe to be in hj 
— 2 The Uſe of This plain, and moſt 
true Diſtinction will appear in the Sequel 
To proceed therefore; 

They go on, endeavouring to prove thei 
Point from our own Aſſertions: And fay, 11.8 
We charge them with Idolatry; but no Ido 
latry can conſiſt with a rrue Church. I an 
fwer : If They mean a right and ſound Church; 
we grant it. If They mean a Church, whic 
barely exiſts, or is in Being; we deny it. The 
Fews, when over-run with Idolatry, wer 
owned by God as his Church, and People 
and, in their worſt State, he ſent Prophen . 
among them. Even the corrupt Majorit 
were a true Church, in One of the Senſes lai 
down, but only. the 7000, in Elijah's Time 
who had not bowed the Knee to Baal, wer 
ſo in the Other. 

2dly, and 3dly, They draw T wo Argument 
from the 19th Article of our Church; Wher: 
it is aſſerted, that “The viſible Church is 
« Congregation of faithful Men, in whic! 
&« the pure Word of God is preached > and th 
« Sacraments duly adminiſter d. But, accord 
ine to Us, They alledge, the pure Word 0» 
God is not preached, nor th Sacramento dul 
adminiſtey d, in th: C urch of Rome; nor were 
ſo, when we made the bret ended Reform: 
tion: Therefote, according to Us, The Church reg 


vl 
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of Rome is not, and Then was not, the viſible, 
nor 4 viſible Church of Chriſt. I anſwer, 
we grant it all with the Diſtinction before 
alledged. It appears from the Words, 4A 
Congregation of FAIT HFUL Men, that 
the Definition given in the Article, zs of the 
Church wifible, in a Theological, not a Civil 
Senſe > or, more plainly, of the Church Ca- 
tholick, and true, morally, and religiouſly; i. e. 
right and ſound not real, or barely having a 
Being. In which Latter Signification, it is 
not deſtroyed by having the Sacraments un- 
duly adminifterd. Nor is it, 2dly.. by falſe 
Doctrine. By Both Theſe it ceaſes to be a 
good, but not to be a real, Church : By Both 
it is exceedingly corrupted, but not deſtroyed. 
Or if you will have it otherwiſe, it js by 
them deſtroyed as to its Welkbeiag, but not 
ple Jas to its Being. For even by being in an ex- 
ceeding ill State, a Man is commonly faid 
orig (and the ſame may be ſaid of a Church) to 
> [a periſh, be deſtroy d, loft, ruined, and undone ; 
1 as 1 obſerved B2fore* But the Corruptions, 
Wc here mentioned, are not inconſiſtent with 
the Being of a Church: Idolatry itſelt is not, 


nent as we have ſhewn above; and nothing, but 
her total Apoſtacy, can be worſe than That. 
ü The Sacraments may be unduly adminiſter'd, 
V N11C 


and yet retain all the Eſſentials of a Sacra- 
tic ment. And as to falſe Doctrine; what will 
cor the Romaniſts ſay of the whole Church in 


oy a manner, both E:ftern, and Weſtern, when 
2 it was overſpred with Arianiſm? Did it 
were 


ceaſe to be a Church? If ſo; how came it to 
Orig be reformed? Or will They ſay it was not 
an: C9 reformed, when the Arian Hereſy ws up- 
a preſſed ? 
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preſſed? What then becomes of their own if 
Church, among others? What do They then. 
ſelves mean by endeavouring to reform Vs? 
According to Them, we are corrupt in, Do-? 
ctrine, and Diſcipline, and every thing elſe; 
and are no Church at all. Suppoſe then the 
whole Church of England ſhould go over to 
That of Rome; Either it would become: 
true Church, or it would not. If it would 
not; why ſhould it go over ? If it would; 
what would make it ſo? A Reconciliatiuf 
with Them, They will ſay. But can a bar 
Reconciliation of Nothing with Something, make 
Nothing become Something? Or rather, can 
Nothing be reconciled at all? If They reply, 
They would make us a Church, though at 
preſent We are None, by giving us true, and 
valid Ordination of Miniſters, which nowfi 
we want; We will here, for Argument' 
Sake, tho' it is moſt falſe, ſuppoſe That 
to be really the Caſe: And if we do; fur 
we may be allow'd, for Argument's Sake 
too at leaſt, to ſuppoſe it were otherwiſe 
and that the Caſe were the ſame with Us as 
to Them, as we ſay it is with Them as to Us: 
i. e. That our Orders were valid, and all 0 
ther Eſſentials of a Church remained wit 
us; only that we were tainted with many 
and moft grievous Corruptions. I ask then: 
Would They think us, as a Church, capabl 
of being reformed, and think it worth thei 
While to attempt our Reformation? If The 
would; Then our Corraptions would not 
make us ceaſe to be a Church: Which i 
what we affirm of Them. If They would 
not: We ask, Why ? They endeavou 
de 
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io convert us, as they call it, 206; 


vhen, as Theyaffirm , our Orders are not va- 


id; and ſhould We be in a worſe Condi- 
on, if They were? Not to repeat the Ar- 
aument above-mentioned, drawn from the 


Corruptions of Arianiſm, and the Reforma- 
tion from them. If They tell us, We beg 
he Queſtion by even ſuppoſing we could have 
alid Ordination, in a State of Separation 
rom Them; it is as eaſy. for us to anſwer, 
that They beg the Queſtion by ſuppoſing the 


Weontrary. But of This in due Time, and 


Place. 

To return therefore: Their Church was, 
and is mot corrupt, but ftill a Church it 
vas, and is; therefore capable of being re- 
formed: and in part actually was fo. I mean 


many Churches which were once in Com- 


1nion with her, in Subjection to her, and 

Partakers of her Sins, ſhook off Hers, and 
their Own Corruptions, ſeparated from her, 
and reformed Themſelves. By what Righe, 
and Authority, They did fo, is 


V. The Fifth, and laſt Point to be conſi- 
dered. To juſtify ſuch a Change as That of 
which we are ſpeaking, Two Things muſt 
concur; A ſufficient Cauſe, and ſufficient Au- 


Wrhoricy. The Firſt will be of Courſe conſider- 


ed, when we come to lay open the particu— 
lar Corruptions of the Romaniſts; which 
made it unlamful for us to continue among 
them, and conſequently made a Separation ne- 
ceſſary. As to the Other, which we are now to 

conſider , 
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conſider, loud is their Outcry againſt ys 
upon This Article. How could a few, incon-Wi 
ſiderable, private Perſons, ſuch as Luther, 
and the Reſt, take upon Them to be wile 
than the whole Church, and all the Chrifi 
an World for ſo many Ages? What Authg. 
rity had They to make, or begin, ſuch 
Change? Nay, what Authority had Kings 
and Princes, States, and Parliaments, or any 
Temporal Powers upon Earth, to meddle |, 
deeply in Matters purely ſpiritual, and pre 
ſume to reform Religion, even ſuppoſing it 
were corrupted ? And here They think Them 


ſelves unanſwerably ſharp upon us, wail; 
They call our Church, and Religion, a State Ul; 
Church, and Religion, a Parliament- Church ni 
and Religion; not without many a tart Rag 
flection upon Us here in England, taken fron dy 
the Character and Morals of Heury VINE: 


who, as they would have it believed, Wa % 
the prime Agent in our pretended Reforma ſay 
tion, the firſt Mover in it, and the original an- 
Contriver and Deſigner of it. To all which hin 
Heap of Abſurdity, Miſrepreſentation, Fall of 
hood, and Scandal, I anf{rer, | NI. 
iſt. That when the groſſeſt, and moſt pal pabiſii St. 
Corruptions prevail, though never ſo z-vel 30: 
ſally z Every particular Perſon, endued wit an) 
the Gift of common Renſon, has a Right ti rit, 
diſſent from them, proteſt againſt them, auch anc 
endeavour a Reformation of them. It This 122 
not granted; the Conſequence will be, that wa. 
contrary to the Doctrine of holy Scripture 77, 
as well as the Dictates of right Reaſon, wal St. 
maſt follow à Multitude to do Evil, becauſe iff 204 
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s a Multitude; or that General Corruptions 


nuſt not be reformed, becauſe They are Ge- 
eral, At This rate, whenever the World 


it ought to continne in itz Wickedneſs. Ay; 
dut who ſhall be Fudge, whether it be wicked, 
or No? A few private Perſons ? Or the whole 
hurch ? 1 anſwer; In plain, notorious, ſelf- 
evident Caſes, a ſingle Perſon may judge a- 
gainſt the whole Courch, or the whole World. 
Should all Mankind tell me that Murder, and 
Adultery are lawful, I would not believe 
them. And every ſingle Perion, who has the 
Gift of common Reaſon, and makes a true 
Ule of it, maſt, and will, ſay the fame for 
Himſelf. Should the whole World beſides 
aſſert, that a Piece of Bread is a human Bo- 
dy; that the Prieſt, pronouncing a few Words, 
can turn a Piece of Bread into God; that I- 
mazes muſt be worſhipped, when God expreſly 
ſays They muſt nor, &c. in ſuch Caſes a wile 
and good Man will, and muſt, ſtand alone, by 
himſelf, againſt the whole World; and fay 
of the Divine Laws, the firſt Principles of 
Morality, his Reafon, and his Senſes, what 
St. Peter did of his Maſter 5 Though all Men 
ſhould deny thee, yet will not I deny thee in 
anywiſe. Nay, ſuppoſe a far greater Autho- 
rity than That of all Mankind, uninſpired, 
and conſequently fillible; we muſt, in lach a 
Caſe, reject it; if we will believe one who 
was divinely inſpired, and as ſuch infallible. 
Though we, or an Angel from Heaven (ſays 
St. Paul) preach any other Goſpel unto you, 
than that which ye have received, let him be 
accurſed. 


of Chriſt: Were juch a Thiag to be con 
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accurſed. Gal. i. 8. Even an Apoſtle work 
ing Miracles, even an Angel from Heaven, 
was to be rejected, nay to be accurſed; if 
he falſify d or corrapted the pure Religion 


ceived poſlible. And is the Church of Rox 
ſuperiour to the Apoſtles, to the Angels? |; 
She {a ? Or was She ever ſo ? Put She, yg 
I ſhall ſhew hereafter, has taught wether G0. 
pel, directly contrary to That of hrt. She 
therefore, who is ſo very liberal of her 4 
nathemas, and Curſes upon Others, is Here 
herſelf anathematized with a Vengeance, by 


One whoſ: Authority She herſelf acknon-lf 


ledges to bes Divine Thougn, after all, in 
one, and That the beſt Senie, ſuch a Perſon 
as I 2m now ſuppoſing does not ſtand alone; 


w:tile he differs from the whole World. For 
he has the divine Laws, the firſt Principles 
of Reaſon and Morality, God, and the holy 


Angels on his Side. 

What firlt awakened Luther, was the moſt 
infamous and execrable Practice of Selling In. 
dulgences; that is, the Pope's encouraging 
People in their Wickedzeſs, upon Condition 
of Their giving Him ſo mach Money. I ask, 
whether any one fingle Perſon whatſoever, 
though the whole World were againſt him, 
had not a Right to cry out againſt ſuch an 
Abomination ? | 

Not that Luther was the firſt who declt- 
red againſt the Errors, and Corruptions of 
the Romiſh Church. Many a Stand had been 
made againſt them before his Time, by Be- 
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engarius, Wickliff, John Huſſe, Jerom of 
Pp ague; and ſeveral Others. 

For many Ages, indeed, Thoſe Corruptions 
eigned with little or no Controul. And 
ere it will be worth while to obſerve, in 
afling, what was the State of Religion, and 
lorality, during That time; or indeed in all 
imes, though not quite ſo much as Then, 


From That Period in which Popery may be 


aid to have been conſiderably eſtabliſhed, to 
he Dawn of the Reformation; i. e. from 
he Latter end of the Eighth Century, to the 


Weeinning of the Sixteenth. According to 


he Account given of it by their * own Wr:i- 
ers, during That Time, eſpecially in the gth, 
oth, 11th, 12th, and 13th Centuries, and 
ret moſt eſpecially in the 10th, when Popery 


Fas at its greateſt Height, and rode trium- 
phant ; I ſay, during That Time, according 


o their own Account, the groſſeſt Ignorance, 
tupidity, Madneſs, Infatuation, Immorality, 
nd Vice, overſpred the whole Papal World, 
om the Pope upon his Throne, to the mean- 
ſt of the Laity. For 150 Years particularly, 
ut of 50 Popes, there was ſcarce one 
ut was extremely wicked. The moſt in- 
amous of Strumpets had Power enough to 
dvance the Partakers of their Adulteries and 
ornications to the Dignities of the Pope- 


* See them cited by Dr. Tillotſon in his Rule of 
aith, P.718. to 722. and Dr. Cave, in his Charto- 
Max Ecclefiaſticus. Sæculum Obſcurum. p. 173- 


dom; 
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dom; and They again advancefl Boys, ang i 
Buffoons, to Biſhopricks, and other Eccleſi- 
ſtical Dignities. Many, if not the Generz 
lity, of the Clergy, were ſo ignorant; that 
they could neither write, nor read: Te 
Monaſteries, Nunneries, and ſuch like Xe 
gious Houſes, as they were called, were {6 
many Stews, or Nurſeries of Lewdneſs : Ad 
both Clergy, and Laity, ſeemed to contend 
and ſtrive with each other, which of the tw Ml 
ſhould be moſt prophane, debauch'd, and, 1 
all reſpects, vicious. Such was the State «Mil 
the Holy Roman Catholick Church for abou 
700 Years: i. e. While ſhe ruled all, with ra. 
little or no Oppoſition. Which, by the war; 
too, muſt needs give us an amiable Idea «MM 
That Religion; which, when left to itſel,; 
and having its perfect Work upon Men, res 
turally produces ſuch Fruit in their Lives an! 
Converlations. | 1 
Now, would it have been any Cime, if. 
Noah in That wicked World, a Lot in Thu 
Sodom, had openly declar'd againſt its Vice 
and preached Repentance? And would h 
not have had an undoubted Right to do ſo'fYf 
Yes; to declare againſt Immorality, but by nM 


means againſt the Authority of the Church. Why » 
in the Caſe we have been now repreſenting ere 
it was the Authority of the Church that ſup e 
ported That Immorality, and what ſhall Were 
do Then? Beſides; there is certainly these! 


{ime Right to declare againſt notorious Fals 7 
hoods, and Errors in Faith, or Principles, as ij 30 
gainſt Immorality, and Vice; againſt wicke!W/- 5 
Doctrine, as againſt wicked Practices. Ther: z 


I» 


ot: 
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the ſame Reaſon for the former, as for the 
Itter; or rather a much ſtronger. 


. adiy. According to This Arguing of theirs 
hat s I before hinted, under the. Head of Church- 
he uthority, and Private Judgment) the Refor- 


ion of the Jewih Church by Chriſtianity 
as 2loful, and Chriſtianity itſelf a falſe Re- 
W-i0n. When our Saviour preached upon 
uth, the Jewiſ Nation in general, and the 
overnours of their Church eſp-cially, were 
oſt averſe from Him, and his Doctrine, and op- 
oſed Both with their utmoſt Power and Au- 
WWhority. Was it therefore unlawful to em- 
race his Religion? If it was; Farewel Chri- 


va A Lanity : If it was Not; Then we are not 
\ (WLways bound to believe as the Church be- 
el, ves, nor to be always of the popular, and 


SS rcvailing Side. It will be vain to alledge, 
Whit the Caſe is altered by our Saviour's 
races, and heavenly Doctrine: For ſtill the 
urch condemned both his D-E&rine, and his 
ices; the one as falſe, and blaſphemous, 


ces he other as wrought by the Devil. Notwith- 
landing his Doctrine, and Miracles, and in 
ſo WSppoſition to Both, the Argument was, Hive 
ny of the Rulers, or of the Phariſees, believ- 
[hd on him? But This People, (i. e. Thoſe who 
in; Were embracing his Religion) who knoweth not 
ſupf be Lam, are accurſed. John vii. 48, 49. So 
we ere is Church- Authority, and Courch-Curſing 1 


s$ exactly in the Stile of Rome, as if the Land 

f Jadea had been the Land of Italy. 

s 3dly. The firſt Reformers, Luther, Zuin- 

ked N lis, Melanchthon, Bucer, Calvin, &c. were 

er ot znconfiderable Perſons; but very far from 
| | it, 


% 
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it. They were {ome of the greateſt and moſt 
learned Men of their Age; and ſupported 
their Doctrines againſt Popery by Arguments 
which were never yet anſwered; though 
zealoully, and fiercely oppoſed. That they 
had their Faults. and Errors, and in ſome 
Things difered from one Another, is an Argu— 
ment of no Weight : It may be urged againſt 
tne Apoſtles, as well as againſt Ther. To 
which it may be added, That the very great- 
eſt, perhaps, and moſt learned Man of That 
Age, Eraſmus by Name, is well known to 
have been a Proteſtant in his Heart; He 
could never be prevailed with to write againſt 
Luther, in any of the great Points upon 
which Popery depends: And has Himſelf ſuffi- 
ciently expoſed many of its Follies, and Cor- 
ruptions. 
4thly The Reformers, after all, did not 
oppoſe the whole Chriftian World; Though if Mhou! 
They had, That, as we have ſeen, would have Was : 
been no juſt Prejudice againſt them. But, Ion: 
ſay, They really did not. For I muſt again Nope 
put our Adverſaries in Mind, that they neither MW the 
are, nor ever were, the whole Chriſtian Her T 
World, nor any Thing like it. Even in Thoſe the 
dark, and diſmal Ages, which I have above iſ As 
deſcribed; the Greek, or Eaftern Churches had ick 
nothing to do with the See of Rome, and ne- | is t 
ver owned its Authority. 0 the 
5thly, and Laſtly, when the Reformation > thi 
ſpred; whole Kingdoms, States, and Churches Ie nev 
reformed themſelves by the ſupreme Act of Er as: 
the Legillature, by T Authority, both 
Eccleſiaſtical and Civil. I ſay, by Both: And 


That is enough to ſilence their idle CLAN 
abou 


rmat 
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t Nabout a State or Parliament- Church, and Reli- 
d Nein. The Reformation was not made by the 
ts MTemporal Power only; but by the Temporal, 
zu Hand Spiritual, acting in Conjunction. And is 
there any thing irregular, or abſurd in This ? 
Surely the Civil Government has a Right and 
\uthority to 4% the Church; and countenance 
rue Religion. Otherwiſe, what ſhall we ſay 
pf the Reformation of the Few: Church by 
Noah? Is he condemned for it in Scripture ? 
r is he not highly applauded for it? And as 
o the State of Chriſtianity z will the Church 
He f Rome condemn Conſtantine the Great for ſo 
ar intermeddling in Religion, as to preſide at 
he Council of Nice, and endeavour by his 
dicts to ſuppreſs Arainiſm ? Much the fame 
ay be ſaid of all good Chriſtian Princes in 
ll Ages. And is it not agreeable both to 
Reaſon and Scripture, that human Laws 


1 if Whonld enforce, and guard the divine? This 
ave Nas always the Practice, till the Papal Uſurpa- 
„ I,: But now, it ſeems, it is allowable for the 
ain {Wore to meddle even with Temporal Matters 
her Mn the Dominions of other Princes; but not 
tian Hr Them to meddle with Spiritual ones, even 


their own. 

As for Heury VIII. They may take Him 
ack to Themſelves; for he is Deirs, not Ours. 
t is true, he did ſome things which conduced 
) the Reformation; and was an Inſtrument of 


tron though he never intended to be ſo. I mean 
hes e never intended to carry the Reformation ſo 
- of Er as it went; being, in the main, a fiery and 
oth Hurning Zealot for the Romih Doctrines and 
And Fractices. And therefore ſo nuch of the Re 


urs Prmation as He really did intend, was not a 
ou | D Reformation 


— 
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Reformation of Keligion as ſuch; but a Chang 


of ſome Things, in order to the Gratificatig 
of his own Paſlions, and the Advancement 
his own temporal Intereſt. Not but that (x 


it will appear hereafter) what He did again 


the Pope he had ſuſficient Right, and Authori 
to do ; whatever were his Deſign in doing i 
or the Principle upon which he acted. g. 
ſuppoling Him to have been wholly Ours, an 
moreover to have been as wicked as They < 
imagine ; Did they never hear that God's Pri 
vidence often brings Good out of Evil, u 
turns even the Sins of Men to his own Glory 


Did they never hear of his making wich, 
Princes his Inſtruments in executing his mo 
wiſe and holy Purpoſes? The Queſtion bil 
tween us is of Things, not of Perſons : |} 


Whomſoever our Reformation was introduced, 
true and real Reformation it is: That We it 


fiſt upon; Thar We pretend to prove: I 


Them prove the Contrary, if they are able. 

Beſides, and to put it at the worſt ; Ki 
Henry VIII. was as good a Prince, at 
as good a Man, as the Emperour Phocus, 
we may properly call him Emperour) w! 


Firſt encouraged the Pope's Supremacy . I 


Former at leaſt had a moſt undoubted, and i 
diſputable Title to the Crown; which t 
Other had no manner of Pretence to. 
With as little Reaſon (that we may here 0 
ſerve it by the Way) do They object agiir 
our Reformation upon the Score of {or 


Par 
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Irregularities with which it might be high! 


tended ; Exceſſes in ſome Places, Defetts 


for 


Others, and Faults in all. Admitting ThisFellen 
de true; It is Nothing to the Purpoſe. wh 
N 
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ang Men are Men, it is ſcarce po0llible that even the 
atioWBzit of great Changes ſhould be effected with- 
nt Mut a Mixture of {ome Impertection. As Things 
t (w ſtand, Our Religion is pure > Theirs is 
anWnolt corrupt and deprived. 

vor And as to the Authority by which the Re- 
ng i ormation was made; | have ſhewn it to be 

Bvarrantable, and legal. 

» al No, fay They; You have ſhewn no ſach 
y caſhing. For {till the pretended Reformers re- 
 Prifþelled againſt the Pope: who was, and is, 
» Chriſt's Vicar on Earth; had, and has, an abſo— 
loryMute, uncontroulable Authority over all Church- 
ick. So we are come to That grand Article, [he 


moWope's Supremacy. This, indeed, is one of the 
n birticles of the Trenr-Council, which 1 mens 
: boned as ſome of the particular Doctrines of Po- 
ced, Wery: And accordingly it might very well be 
Ve iMonſidered among Them. But though in That 
: Lenſe it be particular; yet in anot ner, it is ge- 
ble. Wera/, forasmuch as it is of a moſt wide, and 
> KiWitenſiyve Influence. I ſhall therefore chuſe to 
» Aiſcuſs it in This Place; to which, in truth, it 
145, Nnoſt properly belongs. 
) Will We anſwer then; Wehad a Right, and Au- 


hority to reform, notwithitanding the pretend- 
d Supremacy of the Pope: For merely pre- 
ended it is 5a mere Tyranny, and Ulurpation. 
heir Arguing from St. Peter's Supremacy over 
Wie Apoſtles, to That of the Pope over the 


aguWhurch, is groundleſs;and via. For, 1ſt. St. 
f ſocpeter Himſelf had no ſuch Supremacy. He 
be Fight be, indeed, prime, or chief of the Apoſtles 
fett Wn ſome reſpetts ; as in perſonal Worth, or Ex- 


*Fellence, in Reputation and Eſteem; and yr 
| LPS 
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haps, as a Conſequence of Both, in Order, andſſover 


hem 


n wi 
hoſt. 
emitt 
ney a 


Precedency: But all This infers not Authoriy, 
Command, Power, and Furiſdittion. And that 
He had none over Them, is evident. It he had; 
it cannot be conceived but that a Point of 90 
vaſt Importance, would have been not only de. 
livered in Scripture, but deliver'd in the p ainek 
and frongeſt Expre ſſions: And particularly thatnteric 
the Higheit Titles would have been given to Sts in 8 
Peter, ſuch as Arch- Apoſtle, Supreme of the Apt. Pe 
Ales, or the like. We ſhould have had an Account$----- 
of atleaſt one Appeal made to him; of at leaf 
one Doubt, or Diſpute, (as there were ſame 
among the Apoſtles) determined and decide 
by him;In ſhort, of ſome Act orfother denoting 
This Supremacy, and paramount JuriſdiCtio: 
Whereas there is not ove Mord of all Thi 
in Scripture 5 but a great deal againſt it. H 
himſelf in his Epiſtles is ſo far from aſſerting 
any ſuch Power (as he ought to have done, ha} 
he been inveſted with ſuch a Power) that hſe hall 
in effect diſclaims it. The Elders which are Nu, le 
enong you I exhort ;; who alſo am an Elder. i 
Pet. v. 1. He exborts, not commands: He allfhd m 
is an Elder i. e. as Others are. In the Orhever 

ginal it is SupmpeoBureg@& Co-Elder. It Whef, le 
true a Governour may exhort a Subject; but Mn fact, 
does not only exhort; He commands too: Þiſffity to 
where do we find St. Peter's Commands to hh upot 
Fellow-Apofiles, or indeed to Any body elle Aut, 
Though I grant, he might juſtly command anffflled h 
Members of the Church, except the Apoſtles hu. A 
But fo might every other Apoſtle, as well Peaſons 
He. A Biſhop, it is likewiſe granted, calls ist. 7 
Presbyters Brethren; But he exerciſes Auth: 

771 
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rt I/ over them too: Where does St. Peter ſo 
andſover the other Apoſtles ? Our Saviour gave 
rity them all their Commiſſion joint ly, and equally : 
tha. Go YE, and teach all Nations, &c. Lo I 
had; with TOU always, &c. Receive YE the Holy 
of Ml. Whoſoever Sins YE remit, they are 
y de emitted unto them; whoſoever Sins YE retain, 
ainefſWhey are retained. St. Paul aſſerts, that He is 
thufhnteriour to none of the Apoſtles : Nay, there 
to Sts in Scripture much more {aid of Him, than of 
Apt. Peter; particularly in Thoſe Words of his 
count That which cometh upon me daily, the Care 
t leah Al the Churches. 2 on xi. 28. And a- 
ſomeFain, 1 Cor. vii. 17. So ordain F in all Churches. 
cideF! there were any ſupreme Apoſtle; one would: 
otinEhink St. Paul, not St. Peter, were the Min. 
ftiongain 5 Our Saviour was fo far from conferring, 
ThiÞupremacy upon any One of the Apoſtles; that 
. Hen there was a Strife among them which ſhould 
>rtinſe the Greateſt > He ſaid unto them, The Kines 
>, haf the Gentiles exerciſe Lordſhip over them + Bur 
hall not be ſo; but He that is greateſt among 
b, let him be as the Younger, and He that is 


er. lief, as he that doth Serve. Luke xxi. 25, 26. 
le and more plainly, Mitth. xx. 26, 27. Who- 
e Orfjever will be (i. e. affects to be) great, and 
It Wref, let him be your Miniſter, ----- your Servant. 


fact, St. Peter never arrogated That Autho- - 
ity to himſelf which the Romanifts would faſt- 
N upon him: So far fromit, that He ſabmnitted 
d Authority. They that were of the Circumciſion 
alled him to an Account in the Caſe of Corne— 
. Acts xi. And he laid before them the 
Reaſons of his Conduct in That Affair. He was, 
St. Paul, withſtood to the Face, becauſe he 


| was 
rit 5 
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w4s to be blamed : Gal. ii. 11. And he was, 
upon a ſpecial Emergency, deputed, as a De. 
legate, or Meſſenger, by the Synod of Apo- 
ſtles; whoſe Authority therefore was mani. 
feſtly ſuperiour to His. Acts viii. 14. 

To Our Arguments from Scripture again 
St. Peter's Supremacy, no greater Strength 
can be added, than the Weakneſs of Their 
for it. Such Proofs were ſurely never heard 
of. Our Saviour ſaid to That great Apoſtle, 
Thou art Peter, and upon this Rock I wil 
build my Church. Matth. xvi. 18. By This 
Roch, many of the Ancient Fathers, and Lear: 
ned Writers, and One of them too a Pope 
(before what we now call Popery was in 
Being) underſtood not the Perſon, but th: 
Confeſſion, and Faith, of St. Peter. * Thu; 


St. Chryſojtom, Theodoret, Origen, and Pope 


Gregory the Great; of which laſt we ſhal 
have occaſion to ſpeak more hereafter, um 
der This Article of the Pope's Supremacy, 
Some interpret it of our Saviour Himſelf 
But be it as our Adverſaries would have it, 
that St. Peter's Perſon is the Rock here meant; 


the Metaphor of a Rock imports nothing oi 


Juriſdiction. It means Stability, and Support, 
not Authority. But whatever be intended by 
it; the {ame is ſaid of all1the Apoſtles, as 
well as of St. Peter. 
This Place had a peculiar Reaſon to menti 
on Him particularly (viz. the Noble Com 


——— 


* Sce Barrow on the Pope's Supremacy, P. 56. 
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Though our Saviour ing 
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eflion which he had juſt made) yet we are 
aſſured by St. Paul, that the Church is built 


Pon the Foundation of the Apoſtles, and Pro- 
bers, Jeſus Chrift himſelf being the chief Cor- 


er- Stone. Eph. 11. 20. Beſides, No Supre ma- 
over the Apoſtles can poſlibly be infer- 


red from Thoſe Words of our Saviour to St. 


eter: Becauſe the Apoſtolical Office was 
onſtituted, and the Apoſtles choſen, before 
hoſe Words were ſpoken ; therefore could 
ot, in dertue of Them, be built, or founded 
pon Him. Or if This Expreſſion does de- 
ote any Emmency in St. Peter; it may very 
yell be accounted for, with reſpect to his 
erſonal Excellence, and Worth; but infers 
othing of Authority or Juriſdiction. 

Their next Argument is, in effect, the ſame: 


From the very next Words of our Saviour. 


ind I will give unto Thee the Keys of the 
ingdom of Heaven. Mat. xvi. 19. But did 
his give him a Supremacy over the Apoſtles ? 


id He with Thoſe Keys admit Them into 


he Kingdom of Heaven (i. e. the Church) 
rho were already admitted into it; being 


long ſince called and choſen by our Saviour 


imſelf? All Parties underſtand the Power 
f the Keys, as equivalent to That of binding, 
nd Loofing : Which is added by our Saviour 


In the next Words. And whatſoever thou ſhalt 
ind on Earth, ſhall be bound in Heaven; and 
Mphatſoever thou ſhalt looſe on Earth, ſhall be loo- 


ed in Heaven. But This very Power is given. 
0 all the Apoſtles in the very ſame Words : 
{atth. xviil. 18. 
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Their laſt Argument from Scripture is 0 
frivolous ; that I can ſcarce prevail with my. 
ſelf to mention it. Our Saviour faid to St. 
Peter, Feed my Sheep. But was He therefor, 
inpreme over the Apoſtles ? Does Feeding th; 
Sheep imply Supremacy over the other Sheyp- 
herds? Were not all the Apoſtles to feet 
their Lord's Sheep, as well as St. Peter} 
Nay, is it not the Office of all Chriſt's Mi 
niſters, inferiour, as well as ſuperiour, in al 
Ages of the World? Much more might be 
added; but I am aſhamed of ſuch Trifling, 
For the ſame Reaſon I ſhall not anſwer their 
curious Arguments from St. Peter's walking u 
the Sea ;, from his miraculous Draught of Fiſhes, 
from the Change of his Name; and many mor 
Topicks of equal Weight. For there is ſcarc 
any thing remarkable which he, did, or ſuf 
fered ; ſcarce any thing remarkable that hay 
pened to Him, but They urge as an Argument 
of his Supremacy. “ To be even with then 
« (fays a moſt learned Writer * upon This Sub 
cc ject) I might aſſert the Primacy of St. John; 
cc and to That purpoſe might alledge his Pre 
« rogatives Np indeed may ſeem greater 
« than Thole of St. Peter) namely, That I: 
c was the beloved Diſciple ; that He leaned 
« on our Lord's Breaſt, that St. Peter not 
ce preſnming to ask our Lord a Queſtion, de 


« fired Him to do it, as having a more {pe 


ce cial Confidence with our Lord; tbat St. 
„John did higher Service to the Church 


* Barrow on the Pope's Pupremacy. P 66. 
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« and all Poſterity, by writing not only more: 
« Epiſtles,. but alſo a moſt divine Goſpel, 
« and a ſublime Propheſy concerning- the- 
« State of the Church; that St. John did out- 
« run Peter, and came firſt to the Sepulchre ;, 
« (in which Paſſages. ſuch acute Deviſers 
« would find out marvellous Significancy) 
« that he outlived all the Apoſtles, and 
« Thence was moſt fit to be univerſal Pa-- 
« ſtor. 

Beſides what I have alledged againſt each 
of their Proofs in particular; there is one 
zeneral Anſwer to all of them, and That an 
unanſwerable one. Whatever be the Senſe ot 
the Texts above-cited, it cannot be That which 
the Romaniſts would put upon them. Our 
Saviour could not mean them fo; becauſe He 
elſewhere, as we have ſeen, forbids all Af-- 
fectation of Primacy among his Apoſtles. 
Thoſe Apoſtles, and St. Peter Himſelf, among 
the reſt, could not anderſtand them ſo; be- 
cauſe, as we have likewiſe ſeen, the whole 
Tenour of their Writings, and Practices, de- 
clares the Contrary. 

To what has been ſaid from Scripture, I 
will add one Argument from Reaſon; as I 
find it urged by the excellent Author above- - 
mentioned. * © Tf St. Perer had been ap- 
« pointed Sovereign of the Church; it ſeem- 
« eth that it ſhould have been requiſite thar 


| © he ſhould have outlived all the Apoſtles. ** 


* Burroto on the Pope's SUPremacy, P. 52, 


D 5 


For- 


58 The Popes Supremacy; Part I, 
« For then [he means, it he had been Sovereign, 
and died, as he actually did, before lome one, 
or more of the other Apoſtles] “ either the 
« Church muſt have wanted a Head; or there 
cc muſt have been an inextricable Contro- 
« verſy, who That Head was. St. Peter died 
« long before St. John (as all agree) and per- 
« haps before divers others of the Apoſties 
« Now, after his Departure, did the Church 
cc want a Head? Then it might before, and 
« after, have None; and our Adverſaries loſe 
ce the main Ground of their Pretence. Did 
© qhe Of the Apoſtles become Head? Which of 
e them was it? Upon what Ground did he 
« a ume the Readſhip ? Or who conferred it 
&« on him? Who ever acknowledged any ſuch 
« thing? Or where is there any Report a- 
cc bout it? Was any other Perlon [not an A- 
& poſtle] made Head? (ſuppoſe the Biſhop 
© of Rome, who only pretendeth tliereto) 
cc then did St. fFohn, and other Apoſtles, be- 
& come ſubject to one in degree inferiour to 
« them: Then what becometh of St. Paul's 
« fr Apoſtles, ſecondly Prophets, thirdly Teach 
cc exs? What do all the Apaſtolical Privilepes 
c come to; when St. John mult be at the 
« Command of Lins, and Cletus, and Clemens, 
cc and of | know not who befides ? Was it 
« not a great Abſurdity for the Apoſtles to 
«K erruckle under the Paſtors, and Teathers of 
« Rome? Thus He: and if there were 
no other Argument againſt the Pope's Su— 
premacy, as there are an hundred unanſwer— 
able ones; This alone would, I think, be fut- 
ficient to determine the Whole Controverſy. 
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The ſame learned Writer has largely ſnewn, 
that the primitive Fathers, and the whole 
Church of Chriſt for many, and Thoſe (accord- 
ing to the Confeſſion of All) the pureſt Ages, 
never dreamt of This Supremacy in St. Peter, 
for which our Adverſaries contend. Some of 
them indeed give him very bieh Titles; but 
then They give as high, or higher, to Other 
Apoſtles, eſpecially St. John, St. James, and 
St. Paul : of which Laſt particularly, St. Chry-- 
oftom lays, None was greater than He, yea, 
none equal to Him. And Pope Gregory J. liys 
of him, That he was made Head of the Na- 
tions, becauſe he obtained Prizciparum tot u 
d it MEcclefie, th: Principality of the whole Church. 
ſuch Here again one would think, that if there 
ta-: were any ſuch Monarch among the Anoftles, 
1 A- Was our Adverſaries contend for; St. Paul, not: 
hop St. Peter, ſhould be the Man; and That in 
eto) [the Judgment of one of the moſt illuſtrious 
be- MPopes the Church of Rome has to boaſt 
to ol. But 
als 2dly. Suppoſe St. Peter to have had ſuch a: 
ach Nupremacy, as we have demonſtrated he had. 
eces Not; what is That to the Popes, or Biſhops 
the of Rome 7 © Why St. Peter was Pope, or Bi- 
eng“ ſhop of Rome; and as to his Succeſſors, the: 
as it WE Conſequence is evident.” The Conſequence» 
s tofſllhall be conſidered hereafter. At preſ:nt 1 
of ſodlerve, that the Fatt was never yet proved ; 
vere Iny, there is very ftrong, almoit demonſtra- 
Su-Itive, Proof of the Contrary. It is allowed by 
wer- All, that (if he were ever Biſhop: of Nome) 
ſuf-He was Biſhop of Antioch firſt: I mean ſo 
ly. Ihr as any Avoſile might be. called a B:/op 5, 
The | which: 
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which indeed was improperly, and not in the ar 
Senſe in which the Word is om uſed. It is tr 
moreover certain, and agreed by Everybody, if 
that St. Paul was as much Biſhop of Roe, MW hi 
as St. Peter. But now, according to the Cz 
nons, and conſtant Practice of the proving 
Church, a Biſhop could not remove from one 
See to another: And according to the Laws 
and Practice of all Churches in all Ages, as 
well as the Nature and Reaſon of the Thing, 
there cannot, and never could be, two Biſhops 
of the ſame See, at the ſame Time. And is 
it to be conceived, that any Law ſhould be 
made by the Church contrary to the Practiſe 
of St. Peter? But I have one Argument, 
which, I think, will utterly overthrow the 
Romiſh Pretenſions upon This Head. If St. 
Peter were Supreme Governour of the Uni- N. 
verſal Church; it is abſurd, and impo ſſible, Ar 
that He ſhould be Biſhop (as the Word is now be 
uſed, and if They do not mean it ſo, They an 
mean nothing to the Purpoſe; I ſay, it 5 % 
impoſſible He ſhould be Biſhop) of Rome, or me 
any other particular Church, or Dioceſs. Forſh He 
can an Univerſal Governonr be a particular hir 
one? It is a Contradiction. Cin an Empef fin 
ror be a Proconſul of a Province? Or a King all: 
a Mayor of a Corporation ? As little can aff th: 
Prince, an abſolute Sovereign Monarch over An 
all Biſhops, be a Biſhop of any particula En 
Place. For he would then be a Governour be! 
and a Subſect to himſelf ; which is impoſlible. qu 
If They fay an Archbiſhop, and much more Ko, 
a Patriarch, is a Governour over Biſhops} ſuc 
and yet a particular Biſkop himſelf, w 
answer 


more 
hops, 
„ W 

er 


if That be all, 
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anſiver, Let the Pope be content with a Me- 
tropolitical, or even Patriarchal Power ; and, 
believe our Diſpute with 
him upon This Head would be over. But 
while he pretends that He is a Sovereign, Ab- 
ſolute, Univerſal Monarch, and that St. Perer 
was ſuch ; the Argument ſtands juſt as-I have 
repreſented it. Our Adverſaries therefore muſt 
either grant that St. Peter was not ſupreme 
over the Apoſtles, and the whole Church 
or that He was not Biſhop of Rome. Let 
them chuſe which they pleaſe. But 

zdly. Suppoſe yet farther, that St. Peter 
was Supreme, as They would have him; and 
likewiſe Biſhop of Rome It by no means 
follows, that He who ſucceeds a Man in his 
Biſhoprick, ſucceeds him in every thing elle ;, 
Not in his Eſtate, for Example, if He had 
Any. For there is a mighty Difference 
between a Succeſſor and an Heir. Nor does 
an Heir ſucceed Him, whoſe Heir he is, in 
all Things : Not in his perſonal Accompliſh- 
ments, Power, Offices, &c. But be He his 
Heir, or Succeſſor, or Both, he may ſucceed 
him only in one Things. St. Peter (ſuppo- 
ſing him to have been Biſhop of Rome) was 
alſo an Apoſtle: Does it therefore follow, 
that the next Biſhop of Rome was an Apoſtle ? 
And fo downwards? It is plain that whatever 
Eminency He had, it was either perſonal, or 
elonged to him as an Apoſtle, and conſe- 
quently was not derivable to the Biſhops of 
= in vertue of their ſucceeding him as 
uch. 


4thly, and 
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- *  4thly, and Laſtly, It is notorious, and moſt 


evident from the whole Stream of Hiſtory, and 
the Writings of the Ancients, that in Fact 
no Supremacy of the Pope was ever heard of, 
or pretended to, till above 600 Years after 
Chriſt: That the Biſhop of Rome was, till 
then, regarded as upon an equal Foot, in 
Point of Jurildiftion, with other Biſhops ; 
Witneſs (among innumerable other Inſtances) 
the Behaviour of St. Cyprian, and Firmilian, 
to Pope Stephen; the two Firſt charging the 
Laſt with Inſolence, Arrogance, Falſhood, and 
Treachery : That divers Popes were anathe- 
matiz'd, and excommunicated, as Liberius, 
and Honorius, before named. Are Theſe 
Things conſiſtent with the Pope's Suprema- 
cy, and Univerſal Monarchy over Chriftendom? 
Great Honours, it is true, were paid to the 
See of Rome; and very juſtly: Becauſe the 
City of Rome had for ſo many Ages been the 
Seat of the Empire. But Honour, or Prece- 
dency, is one Thing; and Jariſdiction, or 
Authority, much more Supremacy, is quite a- 
nother. Till the Period juſt now mention- 
ed, viz. The Beginning of the 7th Century, 
the Title of Unverſa! Biſhop was never ar- 
rogated by Any. So far oi:erwiſe; that a- 
bout That very Time, Pope Gregory I. com- 
monly called the Great, gr: :vouſly complain- 
ed of John, Patriarch of Conſtantinople, for 
aſſuming it; and pronounced Him the Fore- 
runner of Antichriſt, who ſhould arrogate 
{uch a Title to Himſelf. And yet That Pope's 
next Succeſſor, but One, Boniface III. laid 
Claim to it, and had it conferred upon him. 


* 
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by That Moniter of Villany Phocas, who, 
from a Plebeian made himſelf Emperor, ha- 
ving murdered his Maſter the Emperour 
Mauritius, with his Wife, and Children. He, 
| ſay, it was who firſt gave the Title of 
Oecumenical, of Univerſal Biſhop, to the Pope 
of Rome; as i: is natural forone Tyrant and 
Uſurper to countenance the Pretenſions of 
Another. How Thoſe Pretenſions have by 
Fraud, and Violence, by Wars, Treachery, 
and Murder, by the Follies, Vices, Diſtreſ- 
ſes, or Intereſts of Temporal Princes, been 
ſince ſupported, more, or leſs, (for They 
were never any where fully ſubmitted to) 
it would be an endleſs Task to recite. What 
has been ſaid, though very briefiy, may ſuf- 
fice to ſhew, that the Pope's Supremacy is a. 
groſs Vſurpation > and that the Arguments 
to defend it, are ſupported by downright. 
Impudence, and nothing elle. 

I have hitherto been arguing with Thoſe, 
who round!y aſfzrt the Pope's Supremacy in 
the higheſt and ſtrongeſt Terms. As for Thoſe 
who maintain it in a certain Senſe, i. e. a li- 
mited oe; Their Notion labours with in- 
ſuperable Difficulties and Inconſiſtencies. For 
We m:y put the ſame Qaeſtion to Them, 
upon This Subject, as our Saviour did to 
the Jews, concerning the Baptiſm of John: 
The Pope's Authority, is it from Heaven, 
or of Nen ? If of Men, the Arguments for 
it from Scripture, are all ſet aſide; And 
moreover, the boaſted divine Right is wind- 
led into a hum in one. If from Heaven 
what Pomer upon Earth can limit a divine 
Authority ? 
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Authority? Suppoſing therefore, at preſent, 
the Arguments from Scripture for This Su— 
premacy to be firm and concluſive, where 
has the ſame Scripture ſet Bounds to it ? 
For Nothing but Scripture can. Or more 
clearly Thus: Either the Arguments for it 
from Scripture are good, and concluſive ; 
or they are Not. If they are Not; There 
is an End of the Divine Authority; which 
is contrary to the preſent Suppoſition. If they 
are; Let it be ſhewn us how, and where, 
Thoſe Scriptures which gave the Pope any 
Supremacy, have limited That Supremacy, 


No Text is ſo much as pretended to be al- 


ledged to prove {ſuch a Limitation. Theſe 
Refiners and Diſtingniſhers upon the Su— 
premacy, therefore, have not in the leaſt 
mended the Matter : They muſt grant All, 
or None; There is no Medium; The Pope 
is either Supreme in the higheſt Senſe, or 
not in Any. 

That by throwing off His Tyranny, and 
the other Corruptions of That Church, we 
loſt not our Miniſterial Orders, as ſome of 
our Adverſaries pretend: but that our Bi- 
ſhops are duly conſecrated, and our Prieſts 
and Deacons duly ordained, has been long 
ſince proved to a Demonſtration; Eſpecially 
by two * learned Writers of Our own Church, 
and very lately by one of Theirs f. 


* Maſon, and Bramball. f Author of a Book 


entitled, Diſſertation ſur la Validite des Ordination, 
des Anglois, 


1 
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nt, In ſhort, we freed ourſelves from His Ty- 
Su- W ranny, by rejecting his pretended Suprema- 
ere cy; and from the Tyranny of Sin, and Satan, 
it? by rejecting bothThar, and the other Corrup- 
ore MW tions of Popery. Which brings me to the 
r it W Second Part of my Undertaking; in which 


e; 1am to conſider their particular Doctrines 
ere W and Practices. 
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II. KINGS ix. 22. 


IWhat Peace, ſo lung as the N hore- 
doms of thy Mother Jezebel, and 
her Witchcrafts, are ſo many ? 


= \VING dippatch'd the Firſt 
Part of our Controverſy with 
the Church of Rome, and con- 
ſidered her general Doctrines; 
I come now to diſplay, and 
lay open, her particular Cor- 

ruptions both in Doctrine, and 
Practice. And This I chuſe to do from the 
Words of Fehu to Joram, which have juſt 
now read, and which are very ap licable to 
our prefent Parpoſe. When the Romanifts 
ask Us, Why we do not unite with Them; 


and ſubmit ourſelves to Their holy Mother, 
as 
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as They call Her, the Church of Rome, at 
leaſt for Peace-ſake, and for the obtaining ſo 
valuable a Bleſſing, as univerſal Concord and 
Union among Chriſtians ; Our Anſwer is, We 
cannot, even for That, comply with Things 
unlawful, and abominable, as Their peculiar 
Doctrines, and Practices are. Therefore the 
Breach of Peace is chargeable upon Them, not 
upon Vs. What Peace, ſo long as the Whore- 
doms of thy Mother Jezebel, and her Witch- 
Crafts, are ſo many? The Way being cleared, 
by what has been ſaid of their General Doc- 
trines; and Infallibility, Papal Supremacy, 
all filſe Reaſonings from Church-Authority, 


Catholiciſin, Indefectibility, &c. being ſet 


aſide 5 we can now argue with them upon an 
equal Foot, and try Things by the plain 
Standard of Reaſon, and Scripture. 

And, firſt, For the Articles and Definitions 
of the general Council of Trent; as it is com- 
monly, and moſt improperly called. For it 
was ſo far from being a general Council; that 
it was a pack'd Cabal of the Pope's Creatures, 


prejudiced by Intereſt, and judging in their 


own Cauſe. In Pope Pius IV's Creed, which, 
as I ſaid, contains the Quinteſſence of That 
Council's Doctrine, we have, 


I. Their Seven Sacraments. If They admit 


of our Definition of a Sactament, viz. © That it 
« j; an outward viſible Sign of an inward 
<« ſpiritual Grace, ordained by Chriſt himſelt, 
« c. and that it is generally neceſſary to 
Salvation; Tis plain, and They muſt own, 
that there are but Two; “ That is to ſay, 


« Baptiſm and the Supper of the Lord. Few 
| only 
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only are inſtituted by Chrift, as Federal Rites 
correſponding to Thoſe of the Fews, Circum- 
ciſion, and the Paſſover, and Theſe only are 
generally neceſſary to Salvation. Of the 0- 
ther Five, Which They have added, One, 
viz. Extreme Unttion, is neither a Sacrament, 
nor any Thing elſe, in true Religion; but a 
mere Superſtition of their own, grounded upon 


- a groſs Miſinterpretation of one ſingle Text 


of Scripture. Is any ſick among you (ſays St. 
James) let him call for the Elders of the 
Church, and let them pray over him, anoint- 
ing him with Oil in the Name of the Lord : 
And the Prayer of Faith ſhall ſave the Sick, 
and the Lord ſhall raiſe him up. James. v. 
14, 15. To omit many other Particulars 
which might be alledged; It is plain This 
was in order to reſtore a fick Perion to his 
Health, not to fir him for another World, 
when he was inthe Article of Death: Which 
Latter, according to the Papiſts, is the De- 
ſign of Extreme Union. As to the other 
Four, Orders indeed were inſtituted by 
Chriſt 5 but not as a Sacrament : They belong 
only to oe Set, or Claſs of Men, therefore 
are not generally neceſſary, i. e. to be re- 
ceived by all. Of What izward ſpiritual 
Grace are Orders a Sign? They confer a 
Commiſſion tis true; but Grace they neither 
give, nor are a Sign of. Matrimony belongs 
only to one certain State of Life, and to ſome 
certain Perſons; Therefore is not generally 
neceſſary to Salvation, nor indeed at all ne- 
ceſſary. It was not ordained by Chriſt : And 
that it either confers, or is a Sign of, an in- 

viſible 
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viſible ſpiritual Grace, Nobody ſure will at— 
firm. Penance was not ordained by Chriſt; 
is not generally neceilary 3 nay, is not at all 
neceſſary to Salvation; nor is it any outward 
viſible Sign of any inward ſpiritual Grace, 
Wat ſeems to come neareſt to the Nature 
of a Sacrament, as above defined, is Confir- 


mation: But even This was not ordained by 


Chriſt; has no Sacramental Matter, as Mater 
in Baptiſm, and Bread and Wine in the Eu— 
chariſt: In a Word, it is only a Ratification 
of Baptiſm, and the baptized Perſon's renew- 
ing his Vow made in it; Which, accor- 
ding to our Definition, cannot amount to a 
Sacrament. 

If therefore they will or admit our Defi- 
nition of a Sacrament (and I confeſs the Word 
like other Words of This Nature eſpecially, 
has been uſed in various Senſes) 1 ſhall not 
enter into a mere Logomacy, or Strife about 
Sounds and Phraſes; They may call Orders, 
Marriage, Penance, and Confirmation, Sa- 
craments, if They pleaſe : We ſhall not quar- 
rel with them upon That; provided we may 
be allowed to inſiſt, that They are not Sa- 
craments in the ſame Senſe, or upon the ſame 
Foot, with Baptiſm, and the Supper of the 
Lord; Provided too they do not, as the 
Council of Trent does, curſe to Hell all thoſe 
who do not call them fo, and who think it 
not neceſſary to Salvation, to believe a Doc- 
trine, or rather uſe a Phraſe, which was ne- 
ver thought of in the Chriſtian Church, 'till 
it was hammered out in the Schools, and 
dreſſed up by Peter Lombard; when Chriſti- 

anity 
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anity had been above 1100 Years in the 
World. Setting aſide, I ſay, Theſe Injuncti- 
ons, and Theſe Curſes; 1 take their Doc- 
trine of the Seven Sacraments to be the moſt 
tolerable of all their Corruptions; and to be 
rather impertinent and troubleſome, than wick- 
ed and deteſtable. But the next to be conſi- 


dered is of a quite different Complexion :; 


And That is, 

II. Tranſubſtantiation, and the Propitiatory 
Sacrifice of the Maſs. Deplorable it is to con- 
ſider, what Miſery and Confuſion ſo great a 
Part the of Weſtern World has ſuffered, for 
the ſake of That long, barbarous, fantaſtical, ri- 
diculous Word! But I recall the Expreſſion: 
'Twas not for the Word, but for the Money, 
and Power, that was gotten, and ſecur'd by 
it. But to the Point: To obviate an ObjeRi- 
on which Some make, as if we, in Effect, 
muintain'd the {ime Doctrine, by aſſerting a 
real Preſence of Chriſt's Body and Blood in 
This Sacrament; i anſwer, 1ſt. We do not 
make Uſe of That Expreſſion. If it be urged, 


that we maintain the Senſe of it, by ſaying 


that the Body and Blood of Chriſt are verily 
and indeed taten; I anſwer, 2dly. It follows 
in the next Words, by the faithful, i. e. as 
ſuch; Which is the ſame as to ſay by Faith. 
And That plainly means that we receive 
them only in a ſpiritual, not in a corporeal, 
Senſe. And This we do verily and indeed; i. 
e. we really, and truly receive them in a 
ſpiritual Senſe. 3dly. Whatever is meant by 
the Expreſſion 5 our Church, at the End of 
the Communion-Office, and in her 28th Ar- 

ticle, 
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ticle, has ſufficiently explained herſelf, as to 
This Matter; declaring what the does 0 
mean by it, and expreſly rejecting the Doc- 
trine of Tranſubſtantiation, To proceed 
therefore That the Bread and Wine in the 
Euchariſt ſhould, by the- Conſecration of 
the Prieſt, be changed into the true and real 
Body and Blood of Chriſt, is contrary to Scrip- 


ture, to Reaſon, and to our Senſes, and the 


Uſes made of This Doctrine, are IAolatrous, 
and Blaſphemous in Themſelves, Scandalou; 
to our holy Religion, and to be abhorred by 
all Chriſtians. Our Saviour, it is true, did 
affirm of the Bread, that it was his Body, 
and of the Wine, that it was his Blood : Not- 
withſtanding which, the Doctrine of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation is contrary to Scripture 5 nay, 
it is contrary to That very Text upon which 
they build it; And the * only material Paſ: 
ſage they alledge from Scripture to prove it, 
if duly explained, entirely overturns it. This 
is my Body which is f given, ory|| broken; 
-----This is my Blood which is Med. Now 
if our Saviour meant This in a /reral, or pro- 
per Senſe 5 it was not true. For his Body was 
not yer given, or broken; nor his Blood yet 
ſhed. Therefore he muſt mean it figuratively ; 
and conſequently the Doctrine of Tranſubſtan- 


tiation is falſe. 


—— 


* For That of John 5. 61: is much. diſputed a» 
|| 1 Cor Þ 


mong Themſelves, 


Luke xxii. 19. 
xi. 24. 


Ang 
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And indeed how is it poſſible he ſhould 
mean it otherwiſe ? Is it not a plain Dictate 
of Reaſon, and agreed to by Every body, 
that all Expreſſions, in all Authors, uuſt be 
taken figuratively, it, according to the Na- 
ture of the Thing ſpoken of, they cannor be 
taken literally? And according to That, is 
it not impoſlible that Theſe Words of our 
Saviour ſhould be taken literally ? Could the 
Bread, which lay upon the Table, be his real 
Body; when his real Body was fitting before 
it? Could the Wine be his real Blood; when 
his real Blood was in his Veins ? Could he, 
vith his own Hands, give away himſelf ? 

ive himſelf to himſelf, as well as to o— 
hers ? Eat himſelf, and drink himſelf ? Be- 
des; the Elements are, by 


tually uſed by all 1 of Writers, 


even 
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even by the Vulgar in common Diſcourſe, iſ 
Should a Man ſay, pointing to a Bundle of 
Parchments, There lies my Eſtate; would any 
One be ſo ſtupid as to think he meant, that the ſe 
real Acres of his Land, the real Stones and 
Timber of his Houſes, his real Money and 
Goods, were contained in them? Another c, 
pointing to a Picture, ſays, That is Queen j, 
Elizabeth: Is there any Mortal upon Earth or 
but a natural Fool, who would think he 
meant her real Perſon ; and yet would not 
full as well underſtand - him, as if he ſaid, 
That is Queen Elizabeth's Picture? No leſſſ it 
plain is it, that when our Saviour ſaid, Thy 
1s my Body----- This is my Blood He mean 
Theſe are the Signs, Symbols, Repreſentation: 
of my Body, and Blood. In the ſame Breat 
he ſays, This Cup is the New Teſtament 
Our Adverſaries themſelves, I ſuppoſe, wil 
grant that, uſing another very common Trope 
by the Cup he means the Wine contained i 
it: But, however, will they ſay that eithe hi 
the Cup, or the Wine, was really the Ne 
Teſtament ? If ſuch Expreſſions as Theſe ar 
to be literally underſtood ; then our $1 
viour was not metaphorically, but really; 
and truly, a Rock, a Door, a Way, a Vin 
and many other Things: For he is called 
ſuch Names in holy Scripture. , 
Again; if the conſecrated Elements be Hin 
real Body, and Blood: He has innume ral Dod 
Bodies at the ſame time; or his one Body that 
in innumerable Places at the fame time. IMs th 
Firſt is monſtrouſly abſurd 5 The Second Feign, 
flat Contradiction; Both impoſſible. Bu 
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irſe. But there is an Argument ſtill behind, 
e oi which one would think ſhould ſuperſede all 
any others; And That is the Teſtimony of our Sen- 
the ſes. It is not, it cannot be, as our Adverſa- 
and ries ſay it is; becauſe we ſee, feel, ſmell, 
andi and tate the Contrary. To argue againſt our 
her Senſes, as They do, is ſuch barefaced Impu- 
een dence; that we had Need have more than 
arti ordinary Patience to endure it: If we can- 
© he not believe our Eyes, we can be ſure of No- 
1 na thing: If This be the Caſe, Chriſtianity it- 
(30M ſelf has loſt the great Evidence upon which 
o lebMit is eſtabliſhed 53 I mean That of Afiracles: 
Thi For what is Working a Miracle, but an Ap- 
1eanWrea! to the Senſes? So that to eftabliſh Tran- 
— ubſtantiation, is to deſtroy the Chriſtian Reli- 
read o:07. 
amen: ; If we cannot be ſure that what we ſee, is 
» wih what it appears to be; to what purpoſe do 
[ roPFeither We, or They, read and quote the 
ned Scriptures ? How do we know that the Words 
eith which we read are really there? And among 
: NeWothers, Thoſe Words, This is my Body? In 
ele aFſhort ; Either we muſt believe our Senſes, 
zur Sor we muſt not. If we muſt ;, the Elements 
reall\YFin the Euchariſt are certainly Bread and 
Vin Wine, not a human Body, and Blood: If 
led uwe muſt not; we cannot prove that there 
Fare any ſich Words in the Bible, as, This is 
be Mſn Body; upon which, though falſely, the 
me ral Doctrine we are conſidering is founded. So 
Body Ithat Tranſubſtantiation deſtroys itſelf, as well 
e. Tis the Scriptures, and the Chriſtian Reli- 
econd N gion. 
But they hope to ſilence all Reaſonings 
=3 con- 
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concerning it, by telling us it is a Mfery; Wc 
and we muſt believe it, though we % ad ce 
underftand how it ig. I anſwer, It is 20421 
Myſtery: I clearly and perfectly underſtand Wc 
it, not how it is, I confeſs, but that it 
#5 not ; I clearly and perfectly underſtand 
that it is abſolutely impoſlible. When there- 
fore they urge us with the Doctrine of the 
Trinity, putting That, and Tranſubſtantiation 
upon the ſame Foot; They do what they 
are upon all Occaſions much addicted to, that 
is, Vndermine Chriftianity, in order to Sur. 
port Popery : As the Anti-Trimtarians, on 
the other hand, by the ſame ſort of Arguing, 
Support Popery, in order to Undermine Chriſt: 
anity. You ns the Trinity, ſay the For- 
mer; why not Tranſubſtantiation? You beliete 
not Tranſubſtantiation, ſay the Latter ;-whz 
the Trinity? Lanſwer to Both (as I have for 
merly done upon another Occaſion, * an 
beg leave to doit in the ſame Words) iſt 
< Becauſe the One is very frequently, an 
4 plainly, revealed in Scripture ; the Othe: 
cc not at all; ſo far from it, that it is con 
< trary to Scripture. 2dly. Becauſe the On 
cc ig not contradictory either to Reaſon, or of 
« Senſes, The Other is contradictory t: 
« Both. In the Doctrine of the Trinity, ii 
cc is not ſaid that Three are One, ſpeakin 
< of the ſame Thing, or Reſpect; not thi 
c Three Perſons are One Perſon, or Thr: 
ce Gods One God; which would be a Con 
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* Preſervatives Vol, 1, Diſc, II. 
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„;( tradiction indeed; but that Three Perſons 
not N are One God, or, which is the ſame, tho' 
ot 2 1 more plainly expreſſed, that in the Unity 
and “ of the Godhead, three Perſons are includ- 
it ed; which is no Contradiction, nor any 
tand thing like it“: Any more than it is to ſay, 
ere-MWthit there are three Lines in one Triangle. 
the“ But it is a thorough one to fay, that a 
tion Piece of Bread is a human Body; or that the 
e fame Body can be in ten thouſand different 
« Places, nay all over the World, at the ſame 
time. 3dly: In the Doctrine of Tranſubſtanti- 
ation, the Subject before us is not only a Fi- 
© nite Being, but an Object of our Senſes: 
The outward Qualities or Accidents of which 
© we ſo plainly perceive, and know; that 
© if we cannot be ſure of Theſe Things 
© we can be ſure of Nothing: But in That 
© of the Trinity, the Snbje&t is the Na- 
© ture of God, which (let vs take it how 
© how we will, even ſuppoſing there were no 
© Trinity) is Inviſible, Infinite, Incompre- 
© henſible 5 and conſequently it is no Won- 
© der there ſhonld be Myſteries concerning 
1. E it is impoſſible it ſhould be other- 
| | 

To ſhew the extreme Folly of Tranſubſtan— 
Wiation ; it may be worth while juſt to take 
inlotice of the ridiculous Caſes put, and Queſ. 
ion diſcuſſed, by the Maintainers of it, con- 
Ferning ſeveral Contingencies which may befal 
he Sacrament : As, if a Beaft, Bird, or Ver- 
uin, ſhould ear it; If a Fly ſhould fall into the 
up, Cc: what is done, or to be done? Pro- 
lems ſo deſpicably childiſh; that, if there 
tr were 
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were no other Conſequence of This ſtrange 
falſe Doctrine, it would be mere Matter of 
our Scorn, and Nothing elſe. 

But our Contempt is turned into Deteſtation, 
when we conſider the horrid Wickedneſs of it, 
both in itſelf, and in its Conſequences. What 
can be more blaſphemous, as well as a greater 
Contradittion, than to lay, that Man makes 
God; For though we have all along argued 
concerning his Body and Blood only; yet the 
Creed of Pope Pius IV. ſays, * that in the 
moſt holy Sacrament of the Eucharilt, there 
is truly, really, and ſubſtantially, the Body, 
and Blood, together with the Soul, and Divi- 


nity, of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt; And their: 


conſtant Doctrine is, that all depends upon 
the Intention of the Prieſt : For without That 
there is no Sacrament at all. Then what Di- 
ſhonours, according to This prophane Sup— 
poſition, muſt the Body of Chriſt endure ! ! 
only ask them one Queſtion Will their con- 
ſecrated Elements, by long Keeping, put riß, 
and corrupt, or will they not ? If They an- 
ſwer, they will Not; We defire them to let 
Us, for our Conviction, make the Experi- 
ment. If they anſwer the other Way, as | 
ſuppoſe They will; ] ask again, whether it 
be not the Height of Inpiety, as well as Al. 
ſurdity, to ſuppoſe This of Chriſt's real glo- 


* 
— 


* In ſandctiſſimo Euchariſtiæ Sacramentoeſſe vere, 
realiter, & ſubſtantialiter, Corpus & Sanguinem, 
una cum Anima, & Divinitate, Domini Noſtri Jeſu 
Chriſtis Artic: 17. 

rified 


mmemorative: 
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fied Body, and Blood. Then can any thing 
be more impious, and full of Horrour, than eat— 
ting the real Body, and drinking the real Blood 
of our dear Saviour, and Redeemer ? ls it not 
worſe than the inhumane Sacrifices of the 
worſt Heathen ? And if This Change which 
they contend for be not really made, as we 
have proved it is ot; are they not guilty of 
groſs /dolatry, in worſhipping a Piece of Bread, 
as They do at the Elevation of the Holt ? 
Nor are they leſs guilty of horrible Pro- 
phaneſs and Blaſphemy, by aſſerting and ſwear- 
Ing = every Article of Pius's Creed is pro- 
feſſed upon Oath) that This is a proper, and 
2 Sacrifice for the Quick, and Dead: 
When it is moſt evident from Scripture, that 
This Aſſertion is highly derogatory to the 


- Merits, and Satisfaction, of our Blefied Sa- 


viour, whoſe one Oblation of Himſelf once of- 
fered upon the Croſs was alone propitiatory, 


Gee Heb. vii, 17. Heb. ix, 12, 26, 28. Heb. 


X. 12, 24.) That in the Euchariſt being only 
Do this in Remembrance of 
Me. 

How great a Scandal This monſtrous Doct— 
rine reflects upon our common Chriſtianity, 
may appear from one fingle Inſtance which 1 


will give you in the Words of a learned Wri- 
ter. 


* It is a very ſevere Saving of Aver- 
& yoes the Arabian Philoſopher, who lived 
te after This Doctrine was entertained among 
« Chriſtians, and ought to make the Church 
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« of Rome bluſh, if ſhe can: I have travelled, 
„ fiys he, over the World, and have found di- 
vers Sects; but ſo ſottiſh a Sect, or Law, I 
cc never found, as is the Sect of the Chriſtians ; 
« vecauſe with their own Teeth they devour 
« the God whom they worſhip. ” Were all Chri- 
ſtians Papiſts, as This wiſe Heathen ima- 
gined > The Reflection would have been 
juit and unanſwerable. 

Laſtly, Tranſubſtantiation was utterly un- 
known to the Primitive Church : Never 
thought of, unleſs by the Eutychian Here- 
ticks, 'till near 800 Years after Chriſt. The 
ancient Fathers called the Euchariſt an un— 
bloody Sacrifice; which it could not be, if 
Chriſt's real Blood were in it. One of their 
Anſwers to the Eurychians, is grounded upon 
a Suppoſal that the Elements in That Sacra- 
ment are as truly Bread and Wine, after Con- 
ſecration, as before; which indeed they, in 
many Places, expreſly aſſert. When the Pri- 
mitive Chriſtians were accuſed by the Hea- 
then of eating human Fleſh in their Sacrifices; 
They anſwered, This was ſo far from being 
true, that They eat mo Fleſh at all. I might 
produce the Words of many ancient Writers, 
and one of them a Pope, Gelaſius by Name, 
directly againſt This Doctrine. But I need 


not; becauſe our Adverſaries Themſelves ac- 


knowledge that it is New: * And mult give 


„ 
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us Leave to infer that therefore it is Falle. 

Theſe are the inſuperable Difficulties, ſuch 
is the Abſurdity, and Folly, the Nonſenſe, 
and Self-Contradiction, the Impiety, and 
Blaſphemy, of Tranſubſtantiation : Such is 
its Contrariety to Scripture, and Antiquity, 
to Reaſon, and Religion, to common Senſe, 
and even to our outward Senſes. Much 
Learning, and Wit, Subtilty, and Sophiſtry, 
has, indeed, been employed to ſoften and 
ſalve it; But in vain : The unwieldy Weight 
{till preſſes : It is (as Archbiſhop T:lorſor 
elegantly ſpeaks) like a Milſtone hung about 


the Neck of Popery, and will fink it at laſt. 


III. The next Article is Communion in one 
Kind ; or, denying the Cup to the Laity. Our 


Saviour plainly inſtituted and adminiſter'd 


his Sacrament in both Kinds. True, ſay 
ome Papiſts; but That was only to the Apo- 
les, and ſo affects not the Lairy. But be- 
des that much might be alledged, proving 
he Apoſtles not to have been Then Eccle- 
aſticks, or Clergy, and the Commiſſion in 
rhich the ſtanding Miniſters of the Church 
1cceed them, not to have been given them 
till after our Saviour's Reſurrection 5 Mat. 
xviii. 18, 19. John xx. 21, Cc. Sure St. 
Paul well underſtood our Saviour's Meaning; 
nd does he not write to Laics, when he 
ws, As often as ye eat of This Bread, and 
ink of This Cup? 1 Cor. xi. 26. Does he 
ot plainly ſpeak of Chriſtians in general, 
hen he ſays, Let a Man examine himfelf, 
ad fo let him eat of That Bread, and drink of 

E 5 That 
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That Cup? v. 28. Could the whole Church of 
Chriſt be ignorant of his Meaning for 1000 
Years together? For it was ſo long, before 
8 Popiſh Doctrine, and Practice, was heard 
of. 


But we need not labour This Point; The 
Church of Rome acknowledges that our Sa- 
viour inſtituted in both Kinds; and that the 
primitive Church ſo adminiſter d; and then, 
with a Modeſty peculiar to herſelf, puts her 
Non-obſtante upon Both. Although (ſays 
cc the. Council of Conſtance *) Chriſt admini- 
ce ſter'd under both Kinds of Bread and Wine; 
cc tamen hoc non obſtante Yet notwithſtand- 
« ing This, Cc. And although in the pri 
cc mitive Church the Sacrament (if That be 
the Meaning of the ſtrange Expreſſion hu 
4 juſmods Sacramentum) © was received by 
cc the Faithful under both Kinds; The Coun: 
ce cil commands under Pain of Excommuni- 
« cation, that no Presbyter adminiſter to the 
cc People under both Kinds of Bread and 
« Wine. This, indeed, is home, and to 
the Purpoſe. Our Saviour, as much as Any 
one can ſpeak by his Words, and Actions too, 
ſays it ſhall be ſo; the Church of Rome poſi- 
tively ſays, that, notwiftanding This, it ſhall 
not be ſo. Does not this make the Ears 0 
every Chriſtian tingle ? After This, I need 
not take Notice of her ſetting aſide ,the Au- 
thority of the primitive Church: No wonder 
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ſhe did That, when ſhe had before ſet aſide 
the Authority of our Saviour. 

Than which if any thing could be more 
impious, and prophane; it would be her gi- 
ving ſuch Reaſons for it as ſhe does. The 
Wine, forlooth, may turn ſour (it ſeems then, 
by the way, it is not the real Blood of Chriſt) 
may be, nay ſometimes unavoidably muſt be, 
ſpilt, or flick in the Beards of the Laity, Ge. 
which cannot be, without Irreverence and Sa- 
crilege. As for the Force of theſe Reaſons, 
They are too Childiſh to be anſwered ;, But 
for the Prophaneneſs of them, What can be 
more impious and blaſphemous, than to 
Saviour, by inſtituting 
the Sacrament in both Kinds, as They 


| acknowledge he did, unavoidabls expo- 


ſed his own Blood to Irreverence and Sacri- 


Jege? The Sacrilege is Theirs, in denying the 


*. to the Laity; and is declared to be 
ſo by one of their own Popes, Gelaſius again; 
who commanded that Thoſe who would 
not receive the Wine, ſhould be denied the 
Bread likewiſe. 

We may very well add, that though the 
Pody and Blood of our Saviour be equally va- 
luable, and equally neceſſary to our Salva- 
tion ; yet (as if it were on purpoſe to obvi- 
ate This Corruption of the Romaniſts) in Scrip- 
ture the Larter is oftner mentioned, and a 
ſtronger Emphaſis laid upon it. The Blood 
of Chriſt cleanſeth us, &C. Pro pitiation 
through his Blood Saved through his 
Blood; with innumerable Paſſages of the ſame 


4 
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ſuch Kind. Of the Bread our Saviour only fays, 


ake, 
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Take, eat: But of the Cup, Drink ye All of 
it. Then again, Take eat, This is my Body, 
is not ſo ſtrong, and emphatical, as, Drink 
ye All of This; For this is my Blood of the New 
Teftament, which is ſhed for many for the Re- 
miſſion of Sins. Matth. xxvi. 27, 28. 

But if we will admit of Their Nicetieg 
and Refinements >, we have all this while 
been upon a wrong Bottom : The pretty 
Doctrine of Concomitancy is to falve the 
whole Matter: The Blood is in the Fleſh ;, and 
fo by receiving the Laſt, we receive the Firſt 
likewiſe : Nay, whole Chriſt is under each of 
the Kinds; fo that, it ſeems, the Fleſh is in 
the Blood, as well as the Blood inthe Fleſh: 
Only the Wine muſt not be adminiſter'd to 
the Laity, for the wiſe and pious Reaſons 
aforeſaid. Now is not This very curious ? 
According to common Senſe, and the Lan- 
guage of all Mankind, Fleſh, and Blood, were 
ever ſuppoſed to be two diftintt Things: The 
one is 1 from the other; and if it be 
in a certain Quantity, Death is the Conſe- 
quence of That Separation. But ſuppoſing 
the Blood to be in the Fleſh; certainly under 
the Sacramental Bread, it is not repreſented 
as ſhed, ſpilt, or poured out; and we do not 
drink, by eating. Yet our Saviour, inſtituting 
the Sacrament, ſays, This is my Blood, which 
1 SHED; and, DRINK ye all of This 
Without This, our Saviour's Paſſion is not 
repreſented z we do not ew forth hi; 
DEATH: Which is the very End, and 
Defign of This Sacrament. 1 Cor. xi. 26. In 
ſhort ; Either the Bread is the Whole Sa- 

crament 


1 
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crament, Or it is Not: If it is Not : the La- 
ity, by being denied the Cup, have not the 
whole Sacrament : If it is; it is ſufficient for 
the Clergy as well as the Laity, and conſe- 
quently our Saviour, by inſtituting the Cup, 
and that more ſolemnly, and — 
than he inſtituted the Bread, did a Thing 
abſurd Which it would be Blaſphemy to 
imagine. 

I know of but one Argument they urge 
from Scripture, to juſtify This their Doctrine 
and Practice; and it is ſo very weak, that it 
is no {mall Confirmation of Ours. Some- 
times breaking of Bread is mentioned in Scrip- 
ture without any Notice taken of the Cup; 
and our Saviour ſometimes ſpeaks of-his Heß, 
without mentioning his Blood. To wave ſe- 
veral other Anſwers, which might very well 
be given; I have obſerved above, that the 
Blood is oftener mentioned without the Fleſh, 
and more Streſs ſeems to be laid upon it; is 
the Fleſh therefore excluded ? What, if in 
ſome Places the Blood, or fhe Cup, be not 
named ? It is in many others, as we have 
ſeen, and made ablolutely neceſſary. If a 
Man invites his Friend to eat with him; does 
it therefore follow, that he is vrt to drink 
with him ? Or rather, does not the one ne- 
ceſſarily imply and ſuppoſe the other? Beſides 
This Argument proves too much : For if it 
proves any Thing, it proves that the Cup is 
not to be adminiſter'd ar all; and ſo the Cley- 
gy are debarr'd from it, as well as the La- 
ity. 


IV. 


Part II. 


Purgatory; and 

IV. Purgatory, and Prayers for the Dead, 
come next to be conſidered. That there is 
after Death a State of Purgation by Torment, 


84 


for Thoſe whoſe Sins are forgiven, and who 
will be finally ſaved z out of which they may 
be redeemed by the Maſſes of Prieſts, and 
the Prayers and Merits of Others; is a Doc- 
trine involving a Complication of groundleſs 
Aſſertions, and Falſhoods : Some of them 
contrary to Reaſon, Scripture, and Antiqui- 
ty; All unſupported by them; All of moſt 
pernicious and deſtructive Conſequence to the 
Souls of men. Concerning Purgatory; the 
very Silence of Scripture would be ſufficient, 
if there were no other Argument; it being 
unimaginable, that the Souls, even of the 
Faithful, ſhould be ſo long, and ſo grievouſ- 
ly tormented, and yet no Warning be given 
of it, no Mention be made of it in thoſe Sa- 
cred Writings. Nay, it is contrary to thoſe 
Sacred Writings. Thoſe whom God for- 
gives, he forgives fully and wholly: In the 
Day when we turn from our Wickedneſs, he 
will not remember our Sins; they ſhall not be 
mentioned to us. Iſaiah xliii. 25. He will re- 
member our Sins and Iniquities no more» And 
This is ſaid exprelly to be a Part of the New 
Covenant. Jer. xxxi. 34. And how can This 
be true; if, though we are forgiven in the 
main, we are yet tormented in Purgatory 
for Years, and Ages ? The Thief who re- 
pented upon the Crols, though a very great 
Sinner, was with his Saviour in Paradiſe, 
that very Day: Which proves at leaſt that 


there is no Neceſſity for Purgatory 5 and from 
thence 
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thence we may very well infer, that there is 
no ſuch Thing at-all. For God doth not 
afAict willingly, nor grieve the Children of Men; 
and conſequently makes Thoſe, whom he fi- 
nally pardons, ſuffer no more than in the Na- 
ture of the Thing is neceſſary. 

To argue, as They do, from Puniſhments 
in This World, to Puniſhments in the Net, 
is inconcluſive and vain. God may, in This 
World, puniſh (or rather Hict, for it is not 
ſo properly Puniſhment) Thoſe whom he 
forgives in the next, for the Vindication of 
his honour before Men; or, for the Amend- 
ment of the Perſons themſelves ; or, for the 
Exerciſe of their Faith, and Patience ; But 
all This ceaſes, after Death; as appears from 
the Whole Tenour of the Scriptures, and 
is ſuppoſed by our Adverſaries themſelves : 
According to whom, the Deſign of Purgatory, 
whatever the Word may ſeem to import, is 
not ſo much; if at all, to make Souls better, 
as to make them ſuffer ſome Part of the 
Puniſhment due to their Sins. 

That of our Saviour, Matt. v. 26.---- Thou 
ſhalt not come out thence, till thou haſt paid the 
uttermoſt Farthing, is nothing to their Pur- 
poſe. Malice, and an Unforgiving Temper, 
deſerves Hell, not Purgatory : Hell therefore 
is the Priſon here {poken — Till thou haſt 
paid the uttermoſt Farthing , i. e. not at al; 
ſince the uttermoſt Farthing can never be paid: 
For None of the Damned can ever ſatisfy the 
Divine Juſtice. As little to their Purpoſe is 
That of St. Paul 1 Cor. iii. 16. ------ But he 
himſelf ſhall be faved, yet fo as by Fire; or 

as 
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Purgatory ; and 
as it may as well be rendered, out of the Fire, 
i. e. with great Difficulty. And what has 


This to do with Purgatory? One would 
really deſire no better Argument againſt 
their Doctrines, than the Weakneſs of their 
Arguments for them. Is a doubtful, or figu- 
rative, Expreſſion in Scripture ſufficient to 
build an Article of Faith upon? 

There is in truth, as I ſaid, no Foundation 
for This Doctrine in Scripture; Tis a No— 
tion borrowed partly from the Heathen; and 
partly from the erroneous Opinions of ſome 
ancient Chriſtian Writers, more erroneoully 
perverted and miſapplied. For whatever they 
meant by a certain Fire, through which 
Souls were to paſs; 'tis plain, They did 
not mean a Popiſh Purgatory, They had no 
Notion of thoſe Souls being redeemed out of 
it, by Maſſes, by the Prayers, Works of Su. 
pererogation, and Merits of Others. 

As to which Laft, the Doctrine of . Merit 
is one of the worſt Corruptions that ever 
crept into the Chriſtian World. Can a Man 
be profitable to God ? a When ye have done all 
ſay ye are unprofitable Servants. b Our Righreous- 
neſs is as filthy Rags. © Behold he chargeth 
bis Angels with Folly andthe Heavens are not 
clean in his Sight. d For by Grace ye are ſaved, 
not by Works, left any Man ſhould boaft. e The 
Righteous ſcarcely are ſaved. f All have ſinned, 
and come ſhort of the Glory of God.---- Who 


a2 Luke xvii. 10. b Iſaiah Ixiv. 6 8 
c Foh iv. 18. xv. 15. d Eph. ii. 8, 9. 
e 1 Pet, iv. 18. f Rom. iii. 23, 


can 
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e, can read Theſe, and a hundred like Texts of 
as Scripture; and not ſtand amazed at the au- 
Id dacious Front of Thoſe Men, who dare talk 
iſt of Merit, Supererogation, and ſuch a Super- 
ir N Hiey of good Works, that a Man may have e- 
zu- nough for himſelf, and his Neighbour too? 
to Not to inſiſt upon the ſtrange Abſurdity of 
making over, and transferring good Works, 
on and Merit, from one to another; ſuppoſing 
lo- ſuch a ſuperfluity were poſlible. 
nd Prayers for the Dead, as now uſed in the 
ne Church of Rome, and as having any Relation 
(ly to Purgatory, were unknown in the primitive 
ey Ages: Maſſes ſaid by the Prieſt for departed 
Souls, have as little Foundation : And the 
Prieſt's Communicating by himſelf, is a Con- 
tradition. For Men to aſſert ſuch a Place, 
or State, as Purgatory, is to be guilty of That 
Folly and Wickedneſs, which the Apoſtle 
calls Intruding into Things which they have not 
een; Col. ii. 18. That is, pretending to be 
acquainted with the Secrets of the other 
World : Of which more in another Place. 
nd the fatal influence which This whole 
Tyfter of falſe Doctrines muſt have upon 
raftice, and the Souls of Men, is too viſt- 
le ; It muſt neceſſarily tend to make them 
areleſs of their future State, and ſecure in 
heir Vices; hoping, that what is deficient 
1 Themſelves, will be ſupplied by the Pray- 
re, and Maſſes, and Merits, of Others. 
Vhereas the Scripture gives us. no Hint of 
my ſuch Thing; but on the contrary, com- 
1ands and exhorts us, to give all Diligence to 
can Nate our Calling and Election ſure, and to work 
out 
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out our OW N Salvation with Fear and Tren- 
bling. 2 Pet. i. 10. Phil. ii. 12. « 1 

V. Indulgences ſhall be next conſidered; 5 
becauſe they have ſo near a Relation to the 
foregoing Article: So near, that they ſhould Hand 
have been conſidered under it; had not the I Rea 
Council of Trent made a diſtin& Article of MW, | 
them. What They of Rome mean by them Hit e 
is, in ſhort, This. That the. ſuperfluous 4, 
good Works, and Merits of the Saints being 
jumbled together (as a learned Prelate ex. Hof 1 
preſſes it) with the Merits and Sat ĩsfaction of dulg 
Chriſt, do make up one common Treaſury, Narif 
or Bank of the Church; That of this the thar 
Pope keeps the Key; and ſuch Portions of f., 
This Treaſure as he is pleaſed to diſpenſe to glef 
1 Perſons, are called Indulgences po! 

he Uſe of which, it to redeem their Souls Mer 
from Purgatory, for ſo many Tears as ſhall irrat 
be ſpecified in the Bulls. “ Some of them 
& (ſays a learned Author “) have gone toffflc; 
« thouſands of Years. One I have ſeen tothe 
cc ten hundred thouſand: And as theſe In. 
c dulgences are ſometimes granted by ſpeci- 
cc al Tickets, like Tallies ſtruck on That 
cc Treaſure; ſo ſometimes they are affixed 
« to particular Churches, and Altars; to 
ce particular Times, or Days, chiefly to the 
cc Year of Jubilee: They are allo affixed to 
c ſuch Things as may be carried about; toſſ: 
&« Agnus Dei's, to Medals, to Roſaries, and 
« Scapularies. They are alſo affixed to ſome 


Prayers} — 
| — — — * | 
in Ec 


* Biſhop Burnet on the Articles. P- 228, ano p 
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en- N Prayers; the devout Saying of Them be- 
« ing a Means to procure great Indulgences. 
ed; Some Doctrines and Practices are ſ{ufficient- 
the Wy confured and expoſed, by being barely ftated 
uld Wind hewn. And I appeal to the Common 
the Realon of Mankind, whether This be not one 
e of Wof them: Whether the ſerſeleſs Abſurdity of 
hem it can be exceeded by any thing, except its 
10US WW abominable Wickedneſs. As to Purgatory, Me- 
eing /, and Works of Supererogation; the Nullity 
ex. Jof Them has been already proved; And In- 
n of aulgences, being built pon them, muſt neceſ- 
farily fall wich them: Then what is it leſs 
the H than Blaſphemy, thus to join the Merits of 
is ofen, with the Merits and Satisfaction of our 
e t0WBlefſed Saviour? Or to affirm, that any Man 
ces \Mupon Earth can diſpoſe of any Part of Chriſt's 
dus Merits as he pleaſes ? And what can be more 
thallF;rrational, than to extend the Effects of the 
Power of the Keys, which Chriſt left in his 
e toßgcaurch, to Souls in another World? Yet ſays 
the Romiſb Eccleſiaſtic, taught and forced to 
ſay ſo, by the Council of Trent, and to ſwear 
it too: * © I allo affirm, that the Power of 
„granting Indulgences was left by Chrift to 
« his Church, and that the Uſe of them is 
© very ſalutary to Chriſtian People: z. e. 
very much tends to their Salvation. "Tis eaſy 
to affirm This; but not near ſo eaſy to prove 
it, Foundation for it in Scripture there is 
none; nor any thing like it: And for the 


* Indulgentiarum etiam poteſtatem 4 Chriſto 
in Eccleſia relictam fuiſſe, illarumque uſum Chriſti- 
ano populo maxime 8alutarem eſſe, affirmo. Prafiice 
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Image- orſbip. 
Practice of The Church, They themſelves ac. 


knowledge that it is New; from whence 2. 
gain They muſt give Us Leave to infer, that it 
is moſt certainly Falſe. 

For which Reaſon, in the next Place, it 
cannot be ſalutary, as They affirm it to be. 
It is juſt as ſalutary to the Soul, as Poyſon is 
to the Body: For what can be more pern;- 
cious than to indulge Men in Vice, tho 
never ſo little, inſtead of deterring them 
from it ? 

And what can be more ſhameful, than ſel- 
ling Thoſe Indulgences ? For that they were, 
at leaſt, ſold, and that in a moſt ſcandalous 


manner, is pablick, and notorious to all the 


World. If our Adverſaries tell us that Non 
the Caſe is altered, and That Practice no lon- 
ger obtains; We may very well anſwer, 1ſt; 
That, conſidering how many Falfities and 
Prevaricaions we have proved upon them, 
we are not bound to believe them. Aly. 
If it be as They ſay; the Reformation may 
be thanked for it: And, indeed, in ſeveral 
other Inſtances, as well as This, our Refor- 


mation from Popery has, in ſome meaſure, 


reformed Popery itſelf. | 

VI. The next Article is the Worſhripping of 
Images. One would think the Second Com 
mandment ſhould, without any more adoe, 
be an effectual Confutation of This: And 
that it is ſo, they themſelves {gem to be ſer 
fible ;, becauſe in many of Their Catechiſms 
they leave it out, and allow it not a Place 
among the Ten Commandments. However, 


ſince they cannot quite. baniſh it out of the 
World 


1{ms 
2lace 


every 
the 
'orld 
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World, as 'tis plain they would, if they were 
able; when they are preſled with its Weight, 
their next Refuge is to diſtinguiſb it away, and 
make it ſignify nothing. What they mean by in- 
ſiſting ſo much, that the Word in the Ori- 


ginal does not ſignify a Graven Image, as we 


tranſlate it, but a Craven Thing, as They ren- 
der it, 1 could never yet underſtand. For 
admitting it be ſo; is not a graven nage, 
1 graven Thing? And does not a General 
Word, or Idea, include all Particulars redu- 
cible to it ? If then we are not to worſhi 
any graven Thing; ſure, among other Things 
we are not to worſhip a graven mage. 

But They go on; and alledge, that they 


do not 2 Images, but only pray to, 


and worſhip God before them. So ſaid the 
Idolatrous Jews, and the Heathen : For 
can we imagine they could be ſo ſtupid 
as to mean otherwiſe? The Commandment 
poſitively ſays, we muſt not bow down to 
them, or (as it is 2 Chron. Xxxv. 14.) BE- 
FORE them; nay, that we muſt not ſo 
much as mate them, or have them, z. e. for 
any Religious Uſe, or Purpoſe. According to 


Their way of gloſſing, and diſtinguiſhing contrary 


to the plaineſt Meaning of the plaineſt Words; 
one may expound away all the Ten Command- 
ments, as well as This. To put it at the lo- 
weſt ; our Doctrine and Practice is evidently 


the ſafer, « Pray (fays a learned Writer, 


ſpeaking of their painting God the Father) 
« let me ask you; Suppoſe it were made 
« Treaſon to draw a Picture of the King, or 
Sto bow to it; Would you venture _ 

fe 
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c Life upon all Theſe Diſtinctions, and Ex: 
& cuſes, which are made for the Pictures of 
&« God? Yet we venture our Souls upon it, 
cc if it be a Sin. * And J add, A Sin it moſt 
certainly is, for it is as expreſly forbidden a 
Words can make it; Deut. iv. 15, Cc. Take 


heed unto yourſelves > for 2 ſaw no mar 
ner of Similitude (that is, of God) in the Dy 
that the Lord ſpake unto you ------ left ye cor- 
rupt yourſelves, and make you a graven Image 
And yet the Papiſts do make an Image 0 


God the Father, in the Figure of an Ol 


Aan nnn Preſumption ! Deteſt: 
able Impiety ! &c. But to return. 

Though They ſometimes make Uſe of the 
wretched Subterfuges above-mentioned; yet 
ſometimes they ſpeak a quite different Lan 
guage, and aſſert Image-Worſhip in the 
ſtrongeſt Terms imaginable. Witneſs Thok 


of their Writers who declare, that the Crok,. 


or the Effigies of it, and the Images of Chriſt, 
are to be adored with Latria ; f that is, thi 
higheſt, and moſt proper Worſhip ; or th 
ſame which is paid to God HimſelE Wit 
neſs particularly That famous Paſſage quote 
in our Book of Homilies from one of thei 
Champions: f It is to be confeſſed, ſays 
c he, that the Faithful ought not only tt 


« worſhip before an Image (as ſome, perhapsil 
« ont of Caution ſpeak) but to worſhip the 


Image itſelf, without any Scruple at all 


—— 


* Caſe Stated. p. 141 92 
Ii! Thomas Aquinas: Roman Pontifical, 
＋ Agaivſt Peril of Idolatry, Part III. 


anc 
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“and with the ſame ſort of Worſhip as the 
« Prototype, or whom it repreſents; and if 
« That is to be worſhipped with Latria, ſo 
« its Image with Latria; if with Dulia, or 
« Hyperdulia, the- Image is to be adored 
« with the {ame Worſhip. ” 

When They argue from the Uſefulneſs of 
Images; as, that they put us in Remembrance, 
raiſe our Devotion, &c. They do what is, 
upon all Occaſions, very uſual with them, 
that is, contradict the Authority of God, and 


pretend to be wiſer than their Mater. What- 


ever is pleaded for the Uſefulneſs of them, 
ſtill the Dſe which They make of them is un- 
lawful becauſe forbidden by God. And we 
muſt not do Evil, that good may come. Not 


but that in truth there is xo ſuch Benefit to 


be reaped from them; but the quite contrary. 
God is Spirit; and muſt be Worſhipped in Spirit; 
* which he cannot be, at leaſt as Re ought, 
if he be worſhipped throngh an Image. 

+ That there was Nothing of This in the 
Chriſtian Church, *till the latter end of the 
7th Age, is plain from ones! As it is, 
that it was firſt eſtabliſhed at the latter end 
of the 8th, by the Influence of a ſuperſti- 


Ftious, bigotted, infamous Waman;, * who 


murdered her own Son, and uſurped his Em- 
dire. In the elder, and purer Times there 


is nothing for it; but much againſt it. Let 


it ſuffice juſt to mention That famous and well 
known Inſtance of Epiphanius, cited Hkewiſe 


—_— 


- 
— 


. 
—— 


* John iv. 24. | 
+ Homily againſt Peril of Idolatry. Part II. 
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by our Church; who would not ſuffer a Pic. 
ture of our Saviour, or a Saint, ſo much a; 
to be in a Church; much leſs to be adored 
& How (ſays an excellent Prelate of our Na. 
« tion) * would the Zeal of This great and 
« good Biſhop have been inflamed ; if he had 
& ſeen what we now adays ſee, not only 
“ Pictures, but maſſy Images in Church. 
«es; and the People praying, kneeling, and 
* burning Incenſe before them! 


VII. From the Worſhip of Images, well, 
paſs on to conſider the Worſhip of Saint. 
and Reliques, another Article of the Trent;, + 
Council. This is as contrary to the FitſtRwiti 
Commandment, as Thar is to the Second: Ius + 
And their Diſtinctions and Evaſions Here, are ,, 
as vain as they are There. The Truth is}, 
they are in effect the ſame, and, like themfoug! 
too, borrowed from the Heathen. They ſay, Hund 
they do not invoke and worſhip »the Saints ſ;-;- 
directly, or upon their own Account, but, 1 
God through Them; and upon Him all the Harti. 
Honour ultimately devolves : The Honour to R, 
Him is Supreme, to Them only Subordinate. ſe; : 
So the Heathen acknowledged one only Su. nd 
preme God; and prayed to, and worſhipped ./ 
the Ref, only as Subordinate. But be That as rv, 
it will; God has declared in Scripture, that Ig, 
He will have no Creature adored at all: en- 
Thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy God, and him , 
only ſhalt thou ſerve. Matth. iv. 10. The E, M4 


— — nd 4 


* Biſhop Bull. | . „Naur 
Devil 


ur Reward in a voluntary Humility, 


— — 
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Devil, when he tempted our Saviour to fall 
down and worſhip him, ſure did not hope to 


and Reliques. 


perſuade him that he was God. What he 
tempted him to therefore, was to worſhip a 
Creature >, and to That only our Saviour's 
Anſwer refers; without diſtinguiſhing whe- 
ther the Creature be a Body, or a Spirit; 
1 good, or a bad one; a Saint, or a Devil. 
God only is to be adored therefore no 
Creature. What Confidence is it after This 
to come with their Diſtinctions of directly, 
and ixdirectly, ſupreme and ſubordinate, &c. 
and to ſay they do not worſhip Creatures 
in the ſame Senſe, or in the fone Depree 
with God when That God has forbidden 
us to worſhip them in any? Ub: Lex non 
diftinguit, neque nos diſtinguere debemus. 
Where the Law makes no Diſtinction, We 
ought to make none. Were but That plain 
and moſt true Rule obſerved by our Adver- 
ſaries ; there would be no Controverſy up- 
on This, and the Foregoing, and ſuch like 
rticles. 

Even Angels are not to be adored; much 


Meſs Saints, who are of an inferiour Nature 


nd Dignity. The Papiſts indeed worſhip 
2th: And in Oppoſition to ail ſuch Idola- 
try, St. Paul has theſe remarkable Words: 
ol. il. 19, 20. Let no Man beguile you of 
and 
Worſhipping of Angels intruding into thoſe 
nes which he hath not ſeen, vainly puffed up 
by his fleſhly Mind: and not ;.olding the 
lead, &c. meinins Chriſt, the Herd of his 
nurch. A voluntary, i. e. an „ 
C 
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ed Humility: Why That is joined with the, 


Worthipping of Angels, I ſhall hereafter con. K 


ſider. Intruding into Thoſe Things which he 
þuh not ſcen; i. e. having a preſumptuous 7 
Curioſity in pretending to underſtand the“ 


Nature of Beings which are inviſible; and M//* 
to be acquainted with the Secrets of the o. Mt) 
ther World. Jaivly puffed up by his: 0/0/17) boy 
Mind; For their ſeeming extraordinary Hy 4a 
ality was founded upon Pride. Not Hold. del 


5 
the Heat, viz. Chriſt. From the whole Pail 
{age we may naturally deduce Three Obſer “/- 
Yations. 1. That This pretended extraordi- 
nary Humilitiy in the WWorſhipping of Angel; 
tends to beguile us of our Reward, that is, tog“ 
make ns loſe our Reward in Heaven; and“ 5 


?ng (i. e. not adhering, or ſticking clole to) 


therefore is» unlamful, and wicked. 2. That 2 
it is accompanied with two Qualities eſpecial. * 
a1 


Ivy % Iguorance, and Pride. 3. That to 44 90 r 
here to This Doctrine, and Practiſe, is to de- 
Purt from Chriſt, We will briefly conſideſ . ch! 
the Two Firſt; the Third following of Courſe 4 
For the Firit then, This pretended Zumiliry, Hun 


and the Morſhippins of Angels, are here join pF 
together; becauſe Thoſe Impoſtors intro duet ar 
ced That Morhhip, under the Pretext of Her A 
anility: Which was voluntary, that is, notptrenę 
commanded by God, but a Hort of Supe rer. I 
ation, and a mere Invention of their o-. aj; ele 
For They, it ſeems, argued, as the Papiſts cri 
do Now, that they were not worthy to ad lv. 

Jreſs Themſelves directly and immediately tud, 


30 Himſelf, and therefore the Interce ſſios EE: 
| oem 
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of Angels was to be deſired, and They to be 


* invoked, that they might preſent the Peti- 
on tions of their Votaries to-the Divine Majeſty. 


a But This was not a true, and laudable, but a 
; prepoſterous, ſuperſtitious, and impious Humi— 
lity highly derogatory to the Mediation 
* and Interceiſion of our Bleſſed Saviour de- 
mne That Confidence in Him, which the 
1 {>criprure not only permits, but commands. 
= | eſus Chrift our Lord: In whom we have Bold- 
1 and Acceſs with Confidence by the Faith 
Wag of Him. Eph. iii. 12. Let us come boldly un- 
wy the Throne of Grace. Heb. vi. 16. And 
Were is one (i. e. one only) Mediator between 
500 * and Mun, the Man Chriſt Jeſus. 1 Tim. 
il. F. 
* tor the reſt; the Worſhip, and Invocation 
ot Saints, and Angels, as it obtains in the 


ci: . 
* Caurch of Rome, is groſs Idolatry, if there 
e ſuch a Thing in Nature. And That not- 


withſtanding their weak Diſt inction of Wor- 


{der q » . - : : 4 

eſe ep into Dulia and Latria: Which, if well 
lingo mined too, would appear to be a Diſtinc- 
in ien without a Difference; or, at leaſt, with- 


— 


-odn et any material one. But however we will, 
Fuer Argument's ſake, and for the greater 

notÞrensth of it, ſuppoſe otherwiſe; and prove, 
| * 


It, That even the Dulia, which they ac- 


rer ; a 
knowledge they pay to Angels and Saints, is 


* 
apiſh 1 Scripture commanded to be paid to God 
5 ad. 2dly. That, whatever They pre- 
ely t nd, They do in Fatt worſhip them even 
e {lion vth Litria; or with That which Thev 


oiemſelves acknowledge to be the highest 


F2 « kind 


Worſhip of Saints ; 


98 Part II, 
Kind of Worſhip. If Theſe two Points bz 
made out; their Diſtinction, ſuppoſing it to 
be a good one, as it really is Not, does them 
no manner of Service. For the Firſt of Theſe 
then, one pregnant Teſtimony will be ſuf: 
cient. Howbeir then when ye knew not God, 
ye did Service [:Mevoares unto Them which 
by Nature are not Gods. Gal. iv. 8. This is 
imputed to them as an Error, and a Sin, 
This religious Service therefore Lea 
is to be paid to Him only, who is by Ne. 
ture God: And are Saints and Angels {o ? 
2dlv, The Church of Rome gives the other 
Worſhip to Angels, and Saints, viz. the 
Latria; which, according to her own Con- 
teſlion, is the higheſt Kind of Adoration. For 
not to cavil about their Thoughts, and Inter: 
tions, Which are known to God only; we 
will judge from plain, outward Actions, of 
which our own Senſes are Witneſſes. Pray: 
ers, or Religious Invocation, Bowing, Kneel- 
ing, and Proſtration, in a Religious Way, 
Making Vows, and Building Churches, and 
Altars, are Outward Acts of the higheſt Re. 
ligious Honour, Worſhip, and Adoration, 
whatever Name it be called by, which can 
poſlibly be paid to any Being: We cannot 
pay more to the God who made us: And 
yet that all Theſe are paid to Saints and An- 
gels, in the Church of Rome, is plain Mat.: 
ter of Fact, and notorious to the whole 


World. They are adored therefore by the 
Members of That Church, even with Latria: 


if they have any clear and diſtin Meaning 
| | in 


Part II. and Reliques. 99 


in That Word. But whether they have, or 
no, or whatever becomes of the above- named 
Diſtinction; Augel-Morſbip is plainly forbid- 
den in the Text of St. Paul, which 1 am now 
conſidering: As allo in Rev. xix. 10, and 
Chap. Xxii. 9. where the Angel {peaks thus to 
St. John, Who fell down at his Feet to wor- 
ſup hin; See thou do it not, I am thy Fellow- 
Servant Worſtip God. 

And here it is worth while to obſerve the 
unparalleled Inſincerity, or rather groſs Fal- 
ſiication, of the Romiſ/h Writers. In the 
Doway Catecniſm, the laſt Place now cited is 
brought as a Proof of “ Angel-Worſhip. The 
Words are Theſe. © Apoc. xxii. 9. Where 
« St. John did it; (though the Angel had 
« once before willed him not to do it, in 
e Regard of -his Apoſtolical Dignity, Chap. 
e Xix. 10.) And fell down (faith he) ro adore 
e before the Feet of the Angel who ſhewed me 
« theſe Things. Thus far he goes; and then 
ſtops: Leaving out the next Words; ----- See 
thou do it not, &c. Worſhip Cod; As if This 
Prohibition were only in Chap. xix. but in 
the xxii. the Angel, having thought better 
of it belike, permitted himlelf to be wor- 
ſhipped. Whereas the Prohibition is as much 
in the Laſt as in the Firſt: But it was nece- 
ſary to leave it out; becauſe otherwiſe the 
Paſſage would not have been quite ſo good a 
Proof of Angel-Worſhip. I defire to know 
what Name ſuch a Procedure as This deſerves. 


— 


9 


* P. 70. Edit, 1667. 
b F z Their 


Worſhip of Saints; 
Their alledging the Example of 7% ua, Chap, 
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too 


V. ver. 14. is of no Force: For, to omit 0. 
ther Anſwers, 'tis plain that He whom Jobs 
there worſhips is God, not a created Angel; 
From thoſe Words in the next Verie, Pur of 
tny Shoes from thy Feet, for the Place where 
thou ſtandeſt is holy; Compared with Exod. 
iii. 5. I proceed to the 2d. Propoſition. con- 
tain-d in the Words of Saint Paul, now un- 
der Conſideration, which is, 

24, That the voluntary Humility in wor- 
ſhipping Angels, is accompanied with two 
Qualities elpecially, Jzuorance, and Pride. 
Things by no means: ill-coupled together; 
For, take the World in groſs, there is more 
Pride joined with Ignorance, than with Know: 
ledge. The Firſt of Theſe is implied in Thoſe 
Words, Intruding into Things which he hath 
not ſeen; i. e. determining and confidently 
pronouncing of Things, the Certainty of 
Which is neither revealed in the Word of 
God, nor diſcoverable by Reaſon. To ſuch 
Perſons That of the Apoſtle in another Place 
is jiuſtly applicable; Deſiring to be Teachers, 
underſtanding neither what they ſay, nor where- 
of they affirm. 1 Tim. i. 7. For if you ask 
Thoſe who contend for the Worſhip of Saints, 
and Angels, by Invocations, and Prayers, 
Vows, Temples, and Altars, how they come 
to know that This Worſhip is dus to them? 
They cannot ſhew that they learnt it from the 
Word of God, or from the Examples of Pro- 

hets and Apoſtles; Nor can they prove it 
by any Argument from Reaſon : But only by 
their own Will and Pleaſure they fo deter- 
mine, about Matters of which they are total- 


ly 
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ly Ignorant. Ask them, ſince they will have 
us pray to Theſe glorious and bleſſed Crea- 
tures, how it is to be proved that they have 
an exact Knowledse, or indeed any Knowledge 
at all, of what is done, and {aid here below; 
or that they ſo mach as hear and underſtanck 
the Prayers of their Votaries all the World 
over? You will be told, either that they (ee 
all Theſe Things in Speculo Trinitatis, in the 
Glaſs of the Trinity; and whoever under— 
ſtands Thyſe Words, may, I confeſs, be ſa— 
tified with the Anſwer : Bat ſtill the Que 
ſtion will return; who teld them This? How 
do they prove it from Reaſon, or Scripture ? 
Or elſe it will be ſaid, That God rever's our 
Prayers to the Saints and Angels; when, ar 
the ſame time, Thoſe Saints and Angels are 
prayed to recommend our Prayers to God. 
Which, as I have ſomewhere ſeen it compar- 
ed, is juſt as ika Man ſhould write to a Conr- 
tier who could not read, deſiring him to re- 
commend his Petition to the King; which, 
before That Conrtier could do, He immufr 
firſt goto the King, and defire Him to read 
the Letter: All his Fellow-Miniſters being as 
Isnorant as Himſelf. But not to inſiſt upon 
This ſtrange Abſardity in the Nature of the 
Thing; we ask again, Who told theſe Men 
that it is ſo ? How do they make it appear? 
From what Reaſon ? from what Scripture ? 
Truly, from None at all; which is ingenn- 
oully confeſſed by One of their celebrated 
Writers; * Certa ratione neſcimus an Sancti 


— 


* Cajetan, Vide Davenant in Epiſt. ad Colaſſ. P. 240. 
F 4 vot. 
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vota noſtra cognoſcant; quamvis pie hoc creda. 
mus. We are not certain that the Saints 
hear our Prayers; though we pioully be— 
„ lieve it.“ However pious This Belief of their 
Knowledge may be; I am ſure the Practice of 
invoking and worſhipping them, is not pious, 
unleſs Idolatry may be called fo. 

The Second Quality mentioned by the Apo- 
ſtle, as an Attendant of Theſe Impoſtures, is 
Pride. Vainly puffed up by his Fleſily Mind 
are the next Words: Here he again repre- 
hends the Authors of This Doctrine concern- 
ing Angel-Worſhip, in that They were not on: 
ly Ignorant, but Proud: and therefore dictat. 
ed to Others, as if their own Inventions were 
the Dictates of Truth itſelf. How applica- 
ble This is to the Church of Rome, may be 
—_— from what has been, and ſhall be, 
1.11. 

But ſince We may deſire the Prayers of our 
Friends here on Earth; why not of the 
Saints and Angels in Heaven? Anſw. 1ſt. 
We are in Scripture commanded to pray for 
one Another; but the Invocation of any nv 
ſible Being, except God, is forbidden, as we 
have ſeen. 2dly. We are {ure our Friends on 
Earth hear, and know our Requeſts to them: 
Which cannot be ſaid in the other Caſe, as 
we have Hkewiſe ſhewn. 3dly. In the one Cafe 
the Invocation being directed to an abſent 14: 
viſible Being, a Being, in another World, is 
plainly an Act of Religion, and is joined with 
Adoration ; It requires, and is actually ac- 


companied with, the ſame Abſtrattion of 


Thought, as our Prayers to God Himſelf. Is 
there 
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there any thing like all This in our requeſting 
a Friend to pray for us? 

Will they really tell us, with a - ſerious 
Face, that there is no more than ſuch a Requeſt 
to a Friend, in their Prayers, and Devotions to 
Gaints ? Let us inſtance only in one Saint, 
but That their Chief one; I mean the Bleſſed 
Virgin Mary. Who is by Them honoured 
and adored, much more than her Son; or 
than the Eternal Father of the Eternal Son. 
For They have ten times as many Ave Marys, 
as Pater Noſters. Were we to judge from 
Their Books of Devotion only; we ſhould 
take it for granted, that the Worſhip of the 
Virgin Mary is the main Article of Chriſtian 
Piety ; and commanded in almoſt every Page 
of the New Teſtament. Whereas there is 
little ſaid of her in the Goſpels, and not one 
Word in the Epiſtles ; not the leaſt hint of 
any Worſhip to be paid her in all the Book 
of God. If That bleſſed Saint by really ſen- 
ſible of what is done here below; ' with what 
Abhorence muſt She, That great Pattern of 
Hnmility, and Lowlineſs of Mind, hear her- 
ſelf addreſſed to in ſuch Language as This? 
« Hail, Queen; the Mother of Mercy, our 
« Life, Delight, and Hope, hail : We fſhel- 
« ter ourſelves under thy Protection; Deſ- 
{© piſe not our Supplications in the Times of 
« our Neceſſity; but deliver us from all Dan- 
„gers, Thou ever glorions Virgin. 

* « Queen of Angels, Patriarchs, Prophets, 


* Litany of our Lady. 
| F 5 and 
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« and Apoſtles, Source of the Fountain of 
&« Grace, Refuge of Sinners, Comfort of 
« the Afflicted, and Advocate of all Chri- 
cc ſtians. T O my Lady, holy Mary, 1 
« recommend myſelf into thy bleſſed Truſt, 
« and fingular Cuſtody, and into the Boſom 
&« of thy Mercy, this Night, and for ever— 
« more, and in the Hour of my Death, as al 
« ſo my Soul, and Body. And I yield unto 
„ thee all my Hope and Conlolation , Ce. 
—— That by thy moſt holy Interce ſſion, 
« and by thy Merits, all my Works may be 
« directed, according to Thie, and thy Son's 
Will. Amen. No good Chriſtian, I per- 
ſuade myſelf, can hear theſe Blaiſphemies 
without Horror. Yet Theſe are the Devo- 
tions of the Romiſh Church. What, I would 
fain know, can be ſaid more to God Himſelf? 
Is this only deſiring her to pray for us? Nay, 
She has Here the Precedency of our Saviour; 
Her Will being being put before His. Agree- 
able to another Form which was uſed in their 
Church, and is ſtill, for onght We know; 
« Command thy Son, O happy Parent, who 
« makeſt Expiation for our Wickedneſs ; By 


« thy Authority, as a Mother, command thy 
« Son, © 


2 


I Manual of Prayers and Litanies printed at Ant: 
werpin 1671. Permiſſu Superiorum. See Bull's Ser. 
mons, P 168, to 172. And more to the ſame Pur 


pole in his Corruptions of the Church of Rome, cir- 
g locum infra cit at. 


. 


That; 
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That the Worſhip and Invocation of Saints, 
and Angels, is contrary to Reafon, and Scrip- 
tare, I have ſhewn ; That it is no lels con- 
irary to Antiquity, to the Senſe and Prattile. 
of the Univerſal Church in the firſt and pureſt 
Ages, is proved by our excellent Biſhop BA 
(to whom Irefer) * from the Council of La- 
adicea, from Zonaras, Theodoret, Origen, and 
the ancient Liturgies. 

The laſt Clauſe of This Article is the or- 


ſup of Reliques. Tis ſtrange that This ſhould 


de eſtabliſhed by the Trent Council; after 
the notorious Frands, and Cheats, and ridi- 
culons Folly of it had been ſo plentifally 
expoled by Eraſmus, and Others of their own 
Communion. But of This more hereafter 3 
when we come to ſpeak a few Words of 
their innumerable childi9 Fopperies, and Su- 
perſlitions. J only obſerve at preſent, that if 
it be, as we have ſeen it is, Idolatry to wor— 
dip any Creature; then Reliques, among other 
reatures, are not to be worſhipped. 
Here again their Proofs from Scripture are 
too impertinent to he ſeriouſly refuted. 4 
lead Man was raiſed to Life by touching the 
ores of Eliſha : From St. Paul's Body were 
brought Handkerchiefs and Aprous unto the 
ck, and Diſeaſes were healed, and evil 
pirits caſt out i. e. Becauſe God, and his 
rvants by his Power, worked Miracles; 
terefore 'tis as clear as the Sun that Reliques 
re to be worſſipped! The Bones of Eliſha were 
ot adored: And the Flandkercnerfs and Aprons 
rer2 no Reliques of St. Paul; who was then a li- 
inz, not a dead Saint: Or if They had been; 


r . / reflow — — 


* 


Corruptions of the Church of Nie. P. 5 
OW 


106 Rome not the Mother &c. Part Il P 


how does it appear that any Adoration was 
paid to them? 


VIII. In the laſt Place the Eccleſiaſtic 
Iwears Obedience to the Pope as Chriſt's Vi. 
car, Cc. and acknowledges that “ The 
« Church of Rome is the Mother, and Miſ- 
<« treſs, of all Churches. The Pope's Supre. 
macy has been already conſidered : That 
Rome is the Mother of all Churches in point 
of Antiquity, is notoriouſly falſe > In That 
Senſe, all the World knows, the Church of 
Feruſalem was the Mother Church. If They 
mean in point of Authority; then Mother i; 
the ſame as Miſtreſs, the Word next mention- 
ed: And the Aſſertion has been diſproved al. 
ready, as falling in with the Pope's Supre- 
macy. | 

Theſe are the moſt diſtinguiſhing Articles 0 
Pius IV's Creed; not only aſſerted as Truths, 
but as Truths zeceſſary to be believed. © This 
« true Catholick Faith (ſays the Perſon pro 
« feſſing it) without which no Man can Þ 
« ſaved, Cc. With what Face can a 7; 
Papiſt, after This, affirm that the Council oM th 
Trent added nothing in Snbſtance to th ca 


Scriptures, and the ancient Creeds, but on R 
explained them, and varied upon them? WHA p. 
is not only not in Scripture, but directly c, T 
trary to it, and yet aſſerted and ſworn to, 1 
neceſſary, is an Addition with a witneſs. Tha ot 
have they quite altered and changed the Ru p; 


of Faith, delivered by Chriſt and his Apoſtles 
and obtruded a new Goſpel upon Chriſtians 
diametrically oppoſite to the eld one. 
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come now to conſider their other parti- 
cular Corruptions; which, though not con- 
tained in the Creed aforeſaid, are yet proved 
to be Theirs, from their Liturgies, and Books 
of Devotion, the Writings of their moſt cele- 
brated Divines, and the avow'd Doctrine, and 
Practiſe of their Church. And here we have 


I. Prayers in an unknown Tongue. The bare 
Mention of This, one would imagine, ſhould 
be ſufficient. For at the very firſt Mention, 
does not common Senſe ſtart up with In- 
dignation againſt it? As for Scripture; we 
ſhall not be at a loſs to confute it from Thence, 
ſo long as the XIVth Chapter of the 1ſt Epi- 
ſtle to the Corinthians ſtands une æpunged in 
the New Teſtament. And if we appeal to An- 
tiquity ; tis plain Fact that the Prayers of the 
Church were in the vulgar Tongue of e- 
very Country : and that the People not only 
underſtood them, but bore a Part in them. 


II. Locking up the Scriptures in an unknown 
Tongue; or not permitting the People to read 
them. For This may properly and truly be 
called Their Practiſe; though they are by our 
Reformation forced, in ſome Meaſure, to de- 
part from it. Yet when they depart from 
This, they ſubſtitute a worſe in its Room; 
I mean corrupting and falſify:ng the Scriptures, 
of which Before *. This, in our Saviour's 
Phraſe, is taking away the Key of Knowledge ; 


— — — 
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* Page 27, 28. 


Luke 
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Luke ii. 52. And what Woe He denounces up- 
on Them who do ſo, Nobody, who read; 
the Scriptures can be Ignorant. Here, in Paſs- 
ing, may well be mentioned their Inde ex- 
purgatorius, or their corrupting and falſify- 
ing the Writings of the Fathers  becaule 
Thoſe Writings, truly repreſented, do {9 
clearly detect the Corruptions, and Falſifications 
of Their Charch. | 

III. Their falſe Canon of Scripture \ or Re- 
ceiving many Books, as divinely inſpired, which 
really are not ſo. That the Fact is true, that 
many of the Books which they receive as 
Canonical, are indeed Apocryphal, Biſhop 
Coſin has abundantly proved: Nor has any 
of Them, that I know of, ſo much as at- 
tempted to anſwer him. I will produce one 
Specimen of what may be urged againſt them 
under this Head. The Books of Maccabees, 
among the reſt which we account Apocry- 
phal, are by Them received as the Word of 
God. The Latter of them the Author con- 
cludes Thus. If have done well ------- It is 
what I deſired , but if meanly and flenderly, 
it is That which I could atta:n unto. 2 Mac. 
XV. 38. That is, He makes an Apology for 
the Weakneſs, and Imperfection of his Work. 
Is This Language for the Holy Ghoſt ? or for 
One inſpired by him? 

IV. Their prohiviting Marriage to the Cler- 
gy, Nun's Vows, &c. Which is an Infringe- 
ment of our Chriſtian- Liberty, contrary to 
Scripture ; Laying Yokes upon Chriſtians, 
which they ought not to bear; ſpreading 
Snares for their Souls, and endangering their 

eternal 
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eternal Salvation. The injoined Celibacy of 
the Clergy 1 have elſewhere * ſhewn to 
be contrary to Reaſon, Scripture, and An- 
tiquity 5 and ſhall not Here repeat it. 


V. Their exempting the Clergy from tempos 
ral Furiſdictien even in temporal Cauſes , as 
if They were not Subjects to Kings, Princes, 
and States, as well as other Men. What is 
This but rurning Religion into Rebellion, and 
Faith into Faction; Undermining the Founda- 
tions of civil Government; and introducing 
Anarchy and Confuſion, contrary to the Doc- 
trine, and Example of Chriſt, and his Apo- 
ſtles? Here again, perhaps, they will alledge, 
that we charge them fallely 5 and that They 
(the Romiſh Clergy) are very loyal Subjects 
to the ſecular Powers. They are ſo, indeed, 
or rather {ſeem ſo; when They cannot help 
it. But They talked quite otherwiſe, when 
ever They durft, and ated quite otherwile, 
whenever They were able. Witneſs, among 
many others, our famous Countrymany and their 
timous Saint, Thomas Becket, Archbiſhop of 
Cuaterbury , of whom we ſhall have Occaſion 
to take ſome Notice under another Article. 
But beſides; the Bull called In Cæna Domini, 
is {till read, and reinforced at Rome every Vear: 
In which Bull This Doctrine is aſſerted in the 
ſtrongeſt Terms; and All Thoſe are curſed 
and excommunicated, who maintain the con- 
trary. In which too, upon another Account, the 


* Preſerv, Vol. II. Diſc. 3. , 
whole 
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Depoſing Princes. 
Church of France, and moſt of our Engliſh 
Roman Catholicks , are curs'd, and excom- 
municated by the Pope; which I wonder 
they do not ſeriouſly conſider. Which ſug- 
gelts 
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VI. Their Doctrine (and Practiſe too) of 
excommunicating and depoſing Sovereign Princes, 
and abſolving their Subjects from the ir Allegi- 
ance; Making the Pope King of Kings, 1u- 
preme Governour of the World, and even in 
Temporals Univerſal Monarch. Tis true, 
the Popith Princes do not acknowledge This 
Supremacy of his in Temporals, any 
more than We do his Other in Spirituals: 
But ſtill This is the Popiſh Doctrine; and 
will be ſo as long as the Canons of the great 
Council of Lateran, and the Bull in Cæna, &c. 
above mentioned, are unrepealed among 
them. Nor has a ſuitable Practiſe been want- 
ing, Whenever it was in their Power : Popes, 
we know, have depoſed Kings, commanded 
their Subjects, upon Pain of Damnation, not 
to obey them; interdicted Kingdoms, and 
trod upon the Necks of Emperors; Which 
inſufferable Incroachment has occaſioned the 
Aſſaſſinations of Sovereign Princes; been the 
Cauſe of many long, and cruel Wars; and 
filled Chriſtendom with Blood and Confuſion. 
And are Theſe the Vicars of Chriſt, the 
Prince of Peace ? Theſe the Vicegerents of 
the meek, humble, and ſuffering Feſus ? 


Whoſe Kingdom is not of This World and 
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whoſe Religion is the very Spirit of Charity, 
and Humility ? 

VII. Nearly related to the Former, is That 
execrable Principle of Theirs, that (the End 
anRifying the Means) all Sorts of Villany are 
conſecrated by a Zeal for their Church. Let 
but the Intereſt of That be concerned; and 
Lying, Perjury, Treaſon, Rebellion, Stab- 
bing, Poyſoning, and all Kinds of Murder, 
hall be Heroic Vertues, and meritorious of 
Salvation. Hither is to be reduced their pre- 
cious Maxim, that wo Faith is to be kept with 
Hereticks : as allo the Pope's diſpenſing with 
Oaths, and other moral Obligations (i. e. ta- 
king upon him to ſuſpend the Laws of God, 
and he may altogether as well repeal them) 
whenever His own Turn is like to be ſerved 
by it. Here again, I doubt not, they will 
ſy we wrong them. But they wrong Us by 
ay ing ſo. The Principles and Facts are no- 
tzrious to the whole World. I will give an 
Inſtance, or two. * One of their Writers 
declares he rejoyces that the Dignity of the 
Rojnan Church is heightned at any Rate, 7 
whether by truth or otherwiſe. Their + De- 
cretals, and Gloſſes upon them, declare, that 
the Pope can diſpenſe againſt an Apoſtle, a- 
gainſt the Old Teſtament, in a Vom, or an 
Oath ;, and in the Goſpel, by interpreting it. 


* Foſeph. Stephanus apud Sanderſon Serm. p. 3Y. 
Side per veritatem, ſive per occaſionem. 


+ See them cited by Turretin. Inſtitutis T heolog, 
Vol. III. P. 145. 146. 
VIII. Their 
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VIII. Their Canoni cation of Saints, and 
Adoring and Tavoking them, when they are 
ſo canonized. Some have been made Saint 
for being very wicked ;, Such was ohr Thomas 
Becket, Whole Merit was Rebellion againſt 
his natural Sovereign, and inſiſting. upon the 
Clergy's being exempted from Subjection to 
Temporal Authority. Others are of their own 
Imagination; no ſuch Perſons having ever 
been in Being. As the Seven Sleepers; St. 
Urſula, and her Eleven thouſand Virgin Mu— 
tyrs 3. George, who killed the Dragon, Ce. 
To produce all the Inſtances of both Kinds, 
would be an endleſs Task. But what ſhall 
we lay to the three Kings at Cologne ? That 
there were wiſe Men from the Eaſt, who came 
to adore our Saviour, is certain: But what 
Reaſon there is why They Themſelves ſhould 
now be adored, I know not. The Church of 
Rome indeed, if we will believe her upon her 
own Word, is ſo ſagacious, andſo fortunate, as 
to know not only the O»lity, but the Num 
ber, and even the Names of Thele Perſons; and 
which is more, has the Skulls of them in her 
own Cuſtody at this Day. Certain am, I have 
ſeen, and ſo doubtleſs have Others among Us, 
a Scrap of Paper, given out, or fold, by her 
Authority; in which, to the Sculpture ofthe 
Wiſe Men adoring, and offerins Gifts to the 
Infant Feſus, are added Theſe Words Sancti 
Tres Reges, Caſpar, Melchior, Balthaſar, ora- 
te pro nobis; nunc, & in hora mortis noſtre. 
« Ye three holy Kings, Caſpar, Melchior, 
« and Balthaſar, pray for us; now, and in 
cc the Hour of our Death. And * 
is 
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This, being in Latin, is not underſtood by the 
People (as, to be ſure, no Prayers ſhould be) 
to ſhew them the Uſe of the Medicine to 
Thoſe who carry it about them; It follows in 
the vulgar Tongue in French. “ Theſe Bil- 
lets have touched the three Heads ot the 
& holy Kings at Cologne. They are good for 
« Travellers againſt the Dangers of the Road, 
« the Head-ach, the Falling-Sicknels, Fevers 
« or Agnes, Sorcery, all Sorts of Witch- 
« craft, and ſudden Death. How juſtly 
would the ridiculons Folly of This make one 
Laugh; did not the Seriouſneſs of the Sub- 
a, ſuch deplorable Ignorance, ſuch abomi- 
nable Superſtition and Idolatry, rather in- 
cline one to Weep! There is not the leaſt 
Hint in any Hiſtory, divine, or human, con- 
cerning the Number or Names of Theſe Per- 
ons; and yet, 


Nota magis nulli domus eft ſua ---- 


Nobody is better acquainted with his own 
Honſe, or Family, than the Romaniſts are 
with Theſe Particularities. And not only ſo; 
but they have their Heads at leaſt, if not their 
whole Bodies, in their Keeping. Whoever 
dclieves This, may almoſt believe Tranſub- 


— — 


— 


* Ces Billets ont tauche aux trois tetes des Saints 
Roys a Cologne. Ils ſont pour les Voyagurts con- 
tre les malheurs des chemins, Manx de tete, mal 
aduque, fievres, ſorcellerie, toute ſorte de malefique, 
& mort ſubite. 

ſtantiation 
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ſtantiation itſelf; and I think I need ſay ng 
more of it. But however, ſuppoſing even all 


This to be true; Why mult t:iey be Sarnted,: 


and made Interceſſors for us? That They are 
ſaved, I doubt not; but I hope We may be 
ſo, without believing Them to be laterceſſors, 
As to the Uſe which is made of theſe Billets, 
as they call them, wiz. to be a Charm or 
Spell, againſt ſuch particular Evils, and a Spe- 
cle againſt ſuch particular Diftempers, and no 
others; it is, as I intimated before, too fool- 
iſh to be laughed at; and yet fo pitiable with 
regard to the poor deluded Ignorants, as ne- 
ver enough to be deplored; ſo infamous and 
ſcandalous to the Chriſtian Religion, with 
regard to the Impoſtors who invent it, as ne- 
ver with Indignation enough to be reſent. 
ed, and deteſted. Whether Theſe Saints 
were canonized by the Church of Rome, or no, 
I cannot ſay , 'Tis plain they are worſhipped, 
and prayed to, by her Members. 

But what does Canonizing fign:fy ? Can any 
Man, or Number of Men upon Earth, by any 
Act of Theirs, make a Saint in Heaven? The 
Thing is manifeſtly both abſurd, and impious; 
and (like many other Branches of Popery) bor- 
rowed from the Heathen. As the Heroes of 
old Rome were Deified, ſo Theſe of new Rome 
are Sainted. The Latter now are, as the 
Former then were, adored, and invoked ; and 
Canonization ſucceeds in the Roont of Apo- 
theofis. I have ſhewn that we ought to adore 
and invoke 0 Saints at all, not even true and 


real ones; much leſs ſuch Saints as Theſe are. 
: I The 
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IX. The next is Their Opus operatum : 1. 
e. in plain Exgliſb, Their Doctrine ou Prac- 
tile conſequent of it)that mere outſide Religion 
is ſufficient to Salvation. For though the Coun- 
cil of Trent applies This Word only to the 
Sacraments, yet it may as well, and for the 


"Fame Reaſon, if there be any, be applied to 


every thing elſe in Religion. And, in fact, 
their Practiſe is agreeable to This Notion. A 
Notion it is, which at once overthrows all 
true Piety, and quite evacuates the whole 


"Scheme of Chriſtianity. Tis evident from 


the whole Tenour of the Scriptures, that 


bare Actions, without inward Aﬀections, are 


ſo far from being acceptable to God, that 
they are hateful to him; that the Heart, Soul 


"Yor Mind, is by Him principally regarded; 
"that as He is a Spirit, he muſt be worſhipped 


in Spirit; that bodily Exerciſe profiteth little, 
bat Godlineſs, or inward Piety, is profitable 
unto all things *. This is plainly the Doc- 
trine of the Goſpel, as well as a Dictate of com- 
mon 27 ah But Popery will teach us ano- 
ther Leſſon; viz. That Opus operatum, or 
the mere outward Action, joined with the Ad- 
miniſtrations of the Prieſt, does the whole 
Buſineſs. - Particularly as to Prayer; the 
Scripture tells us it muſt be acompanied with the 
cloſeſt Attention and the moſt fervent Aﬀec- 
tions; and that great is the Guilt of Thoſe who 
draw nigh to God with their Lips, when their 
Heart is far from him. Not ſo, according to the 


— c 
2» — 


* 1 Tim. iv. 8. 


Church 
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Church of Rome; If You move your Lips, and 
Speak the Words, ſay SO MANY PRATERS, 
and drop SO MANI BEA S; That is 
ſufficient on your Part: No matter forAttenti. 
on, and inward Devotion; The Prieit will tup— 


Opus operatum. Part II, 


ply Thoſe Defects. Nay, Sazrez one of their 
greateſt, and moſt learned Writers, teaches 
us, That it is not neceſſary to Prayer, that the 
Perſon praying ſpould to much as think of what 
he ſpeaks. * Is This a reaſonable Service ? Or 
can there be Reaſon without Thought 2 What 
ſhall we ſay of Men who have the Confidence 
to maintain ſuch Paradoxes ? 

Hither is to be reduced their placing ſo 
much Religion, in truth almoſt all their Re- 
ligion, in ourward Performances, and bodily 
Exyerciſes, ſuch as Pilerimages, and Miſiting 
the Shrine of This, or That Saint > Whip- 
pings, Hair-Shirts, and ſuch like corporal Au- 
ſterities; Their oppreſſing and ſtifling the Spi- 
rit of Chriſtianity with the Burthen of their 
innumerable Ceremonies, Croſſings, Sprinklings, 
&c. Which eats out the very Heart of true 
Piety, and turns Religion into mere Mechaniſm. 


But moſt intolerable is This their Doctrine, 


as it affects the Caſe of Repentance. They 
teach that Attrition, without Contrition, i. e. 
ſuch a Sorrow for Sin as proceeds only from 


the Fear of Hell, without any Mixture ot: 
the Love of God, or Senſe of our own hor: 


rible Ingratitude, Cc. joined with the 82. 


— 


— 


* De Orat: lib. 3. c. 4. He indeed makes ſeveral 
nice Diſtinctions, according to his Cuſtom ; but his 
Doctrine amounts to what I have ſaid. 
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crament of Penance, meaning Auricular Con- 
feſſion to, and Abſolution from, the Prieſt, is 
inificient for the Pardon of Men's Sins, and 
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their Obtaining eternal Salvation. * So that 
according to Them, after a Man has lived the 
molt profligate Life imaginable, and been 
enilty of all the Abominations that can be 
committed, if in the Hour of Death he be 
but ſorry for them, only becauſe he is afraid of 
being damned tor them, (and how is it poſſible 
he ſhould be otherwiſe and what Fertue is there 
in This?) do but confeſs them to the Prieſt 
and receive his Abſolution; all is ſafe, and 
from being a Child of the Devil, he in a Mo- 
ment becomes a Child of God, and an Heir 
of the Kingdom of Heaven. Contrition is in- 
deed a very good Thing; and the more of it 
tne better: But conſidering that Few have it, 
God hath provided (lay the Treat Fathers) for 
the Common Salvation of Men in a more eaſy 
Way. | A very ealy Way indeed; if it were 
ay Way at all. But how ſhall we reconcile 
This With Scripture ? In which we are taught 
that Faith, and good Works, are neceſſary to 
dalwation; that true Repentance conſiſts in a 
Hande of the Heart, and Mind; that without 
VHolineſs no Man Hall ſee the Lord. Heb. xii. 
It That we muft work out OUR OIV MN Sal- 
G with Fear, and trembling. Phil. ii. 12. 
ind that rait is the Gate, and narrow is the 


md 


7 Roman Catechiſm, P. — 2 3 & c. Ea. A 
6:6. Vide Bull's Sermons Vol. I. P. 14. 
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Way, that leadeth unto Life; and few there I far 
be that find it. Matth. vii. 14. But few that eſt 
find it? According to the Doctrine we are now Bo 
conſidering, not one in a thouſand can miſs of for 
it. None can, but Thoſe who are ſurprized i Ih 
by ſuddain Death. For, it ſeems, if a Man has fon 
but half an Hour's Converſation with a Prieſt; I Th 
the whole Buſineſs is done: and he dies the nei 
Death of the Righteous, though he has Iived] cat 
the Life of the moſt Wicked. Whether the] tha 
Pope be Antichriſt, or no, 1 will not pretend den 
to determine; though, by the Bye, he bid; 10 
fair for That Title: I am ſure Popery is Anti-. con 
chriſtianity: and This Doctrine, if there were con 
no other Argument, as there are an hundred, tior 
would alone be ſufficient to prove it. The 
But auricular Confeſſion is too gainful a Point nior 
to be eaſily parted with: By This they be- ſed, 
come Maſters of the People's Secrers, andi quit 
which is better, of their Money. Thereforeſſdrav 
the Council of Trent makes Confeſſion to have 
Prieſt neceſſary to Salvation, and anathe B 
matizes, i. e. curſes, all who deny it. Which,j=2d 
again, is giving us another Goſpel; For That 
of Jeſus Chriſt teaches no ſuch Doctrine. have 
In brief, tie Scripture ſays Contrition is ne Pßinc 
ceſſary; the Church of Rome ſays it is- Not 
The Scripture ſays not that Confeſſion to- 
= is neceſſary; the Church of Rome ſay 
iT 15. | 
But here too it is very likely they will com 
plain that we injure , and miſrepreſent them: 
Foraſmuch as there are many excellent Book; 
written by Divines of Their Church, i 
which iward Piety is made abſolutely —_ 
ar) 
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ſary, and — and inculcated with the great- 
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eſt Earneſtneſs. No doubt, They have good 
Books among them, and good Men too: But 
for all That, the Doctrine of their Church in 
This matter is juſt as I have ſtated it. If 
ſome Men of their Religion are better than 
That Religion requires them to be; That 
neither contradicts my Aſſertion, nor vindi- 
cates Their Religion. And I do ſtill inſiſt, 
that This Doctrine in its Nature, and Ten- 
dency, is utterly deſtructive of Chriſtianity. 
To which it may well be added, that if Papifts 
contradit One another, and Some of them 
contradit Themſelves ; That is no Confuta- 
tion of what we lay to the Charge of Popery. 
There have been Many of That Commu- 


nion, Who utterly abhorred, and even expo- 
ſed, its Corruptions; though they had not 
quite Vertue and Courage enough to with- 


draw themſelves from it, as they ought to 
have done. | 

But if Some of That Church have wrirren 
and lived like Chriſtians, notwithſtanding This 
her Doctrine; how many More, think we, 
have been made eternally miſerable by it? 
Since That is manifeſtly the natural Tendency 
fit. If Men are once made to believe-that 
hey may gratify their Luſts, and yet be ſaved ; 
ſmall will be the Number of Thoſe who will 
efuſe to gratify them. No wonder therefore 
hat Immorality and Vice abound to ſuch a 
degree, and appear open and bare-faced, where 


BoohTThis Principle is moſt taught, and helieved : 
ch., 
nece 

ſar) 


o wonder thut the moſt Pagitious Livers are 
ery punCtual Obſervers of Opus operatum 5 
G 


and 
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and go with great Calmneſs from a Strumpet, 
ora Murder, to the Sacrament: No wonder 
that publick Stewsare not only tolerated, but in 
a manner eſtabliſhed, by paying a Tax to the 
Government. For what have the moſt Pro- 
fligate to fear, if the Opus Operatum of the Sa- 
craments, i. e. the bare Receiving them, will 
procure their Pardon; though they are re- 
ceived without Faith, Charity, or Repentance ; 
nay, with the moſt inveterate Habits of all 
Wickedneſs, with Hearts full of Adultery, 
and Hands reeking with Blood ? What is This 
but making mere Charms, and Spells of the 
Sacraments \ Or, at beſt, ſuppoſing them to 
work like Corporeal not Spiritual, Medicines ; 
As if the Diſeaſes of the 'Soul were to be pur- 
ged off, like Phlegm, and Choler ; or its 
Wounds to be cured with a Plaiſter ? 


X. Their Miracles, and Legends: Their 
pretended preſent Miracles; and their Legends, 
or Hiſtories, of pretended paft ones. Theſe 
Cheats are ſo 5 and fulſom; that one may 
juſtly wonder we ſhould at This time of Day 

e at any Trouble to expoſe them. Some 
even of their own Writers have expoſed them 
ſufficiently; And we might Now fafely ap- 
peal to any Man of Senſe among Themſelves, 
whether He believes one Word of them ? If 
he does mor, We may again ask him, what 
he thinks of a Religion, which is ſupported 


by Fraud, and Impoſture ? But Some, who 
would ſeem at leaſt to believe them, argue 
that there were Miracles in the Church for 
and That by 

tne 


ſome Ages after the Apoſtles 


argue 
ch for 
it by 

the 
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the Confeſſion of All: Why then may there 
not ſtill? We anſwer, iſt. They were zeedful 
for the Converſion of Heathens, and the Con- 
firmation of new Converts, before Chriſtiani- 
ty was ſufficiently eſtabliſhed : But Now the 
Caſe is otherwiſe. 2dly. and Caiefly, We 
have Proof of Thoſe ancient Miracles; but 
none at all of Theſe ſuppoſed modern ones. 
Nay tis evident to all unprejudiced Perſons, 
that they are arrant Cheats; and not per- 
formed with half ſo much Dexterity, as the 
Sleights of a common Juggler. What think 
we of the Liquifying of St. Fanuarius's Blood 
at Naples? How ealy is it firſt to ſhew the 
People one Vial of ſomething red, and ſolid; 
and then another of ſomething red and liquid? 
Or, even if it were the ſame; cannot every 
Chymiſt do much ſtranger Feats, Than This? 
Yet This is Their famous ſtanding Miracle; 
the Miracle in which They chiefly glory. Such 
Tricks are ſo far from proving Them to have 
the Power of Working Miracles; that ther 
are a Demonſtration of the Contray. For if 
They had That Power, they would exert it 
in another manner; and not be put to ſuch 
wretched Shifts as Theſe are. 

Not but that, did They work real S:ipns, 
and Wonders; That would be no ſufficient Mar- 
rant for us to embrace Their Religion. Be- 
cauſe, 1ſt. According to Their Principles, 
as we have ſeen, the Evidence of our Senſes is 
Nothing. 2dlv. Becauſe, as we have likewiſe 
ſhewn, their Religion is contrary to a preced- 
ing Revelation, to common Reaſon, and the 
firſt Principles of Morality. Much leſs are 
we to follow them; when we know their 
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Miracles to be ſpurious, and counterfeit; and 
their very Means of convincing US, to be a 
freſh Diſproof of their OWN Pretenſions. 
Thus as to the preſent Miracles they boaſt 
of. And the ſame in the main, may be ap- 
plied to their Legends of pat ones. Their Le- 
gends I ay, and other Hiſtories of counter- 
feit Miracles; Thoſe prodigious Volumes of 
Lying Wonders \ Who has not heard the 
Story of St. Winefred's Head cut off, and ſet 
on again? Or of jSt. Dennis, carrying 
his Head under his Arm for ſo many 
Leagnes together ? How the Virgin Mary's 
Chamber travelled through the Air from 
Nazareth to Iraly, and at laſt fixed at 
Loretto, where it now Stands, if You will 
believe Them; is a Piece of Hiſtory well 
known to Every-body. Theſe, and a thou- 
ſand more ſuch like unreaſonable Lyes, which 
a Child of common Senſe would laugh at, are 
impoſed upon, and ſwallowed by, the poor 
ignorant People; and make a very great Part 
of the Popiſh Religion. And it would be 
well, if it ſtopped Here; if the ridiculous Folly 
of them were All: But, alas! the Scandal of 
them is much Worſe. They give Occaſion to 
the Enemies of our Lord to blaſpheme; caſt a 
Reproach, though unjuſtly, upon Chriſtianity 
itſelf, and expoſe it to the Scorn of Infidels 
and Atheiſts. But They tell us They condemn 
all filſe Miracles, and idle Legends, as much 
as We do. Whom do They mean ? Has 
Their Church by any publick At condemned 
them? It is well known that She has not: and 


therefore She tacitly, and indirectly, at leaſt, 
N approves 
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approves of, and encourages them. 

Their pretended Apparitions of Souls ror- 
mented in Purgatory, or delivered from it, may 
well be mentioned under This Head. There 
is no ſuch Place, or State, as Purgatory ; as 
I have ſhewn : and conſequently all Theſe 
Stories mult de falſe. | 


XI. This ſuggeſts to our Thoughts their 
numberleſs childiſh Fopperies, and Superſtiti ons. 
Some of them have been unavoidably touched 
upon already, as falling in with other Cor- 
ruptions. What work do They make with 
their continual Croſſings upon every trifiing 
Occaſion ! With their Beads, Crucifixes, holy 
Water, Aznus Deis, &c. With their Pro- 
ceſſions, Pilgrimages Viſiting the Shrines ct 
Saints, and Kiſling, and Adoring their Re- 
liques ! This Laſt I have already ſhewn to be 
Idolatrous: But admitting it were not, it is 
certainly very Fool; and has been abun— 
dantly ridiculed as ſuch by Eraſmus, one of 
Their own Writers. Wat Proof have They 
that the Reliques are real, and genuine, or 
ever belonged to the Saints whoſe Reliques 
they are called? None at all : So far from 
it, that in many Inſtances there is Demon- 
tration to the Contrary. Becauſe the ſame 
are averred to be ſhewn in ſeveral diſtant 
Parts of the World ; and therefore cannot 
All be true. If all the Pieces of Wood, which 
are {aid to be Parts of the Croſs, be really 
ſuch ; of how much Wood, think we, muſt 
the Croſs have conſiſted | The Virgin's Milk, 
no doubt, may by Miracle continue for ſo 
many Ages. But how comes it to be in ſuch 


GT. Quan- 
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Quantities? Why, it cannot be at all; The 
Tning is impoflible. And yet how are Theſe 
Contradictions {wallowed by the miſerably 
aeluded People 

Toe inſupportable Number of their ſuperflu- 
0:25 Cere mon. es is here again to be conſidered; 
as allo tne various Geſticulations of the Prieſt 
in performing divine Service; toget ler with 
Liz exceſlive Ornaments, Paintings, Gildings, 
and jaca like gaudy meretricious Decorations 
of their Cuurches, Altars, Cc. All waich, 
put together, make their Religious Worſhip 
look more like a Theatrical Show, or Play, 
tian the Worjhip of Cod; or, at beſt, more 
like Jew, not to lay Heathen, Devotion, 
tian Carijtian. To give one Inſtance out of a 
tuadced ; Their Office of Baptiſm conſiſts of 
{o many fantaſtical Whimſies, that it would 
t.ke upa whole Diſcourſe to give you an Ac- 
couat of it at large * . The Prieſt breathes 
Liree times upon the Infant's Face; and (as 
if we were all born poſeſed) exorciles the 
Devil out of him: [By the Way, their Ex- 
oc. ſins might weli make a diſtin& Article; 
but l have not Time] Then he croJes both 
his Forehead and his Breaſt: Then comes the 
Benediction of Salt, with a moſt idle, and 
prophane Prayer, and nine different Croſſings. 
The Salt is put into the Infint's Mouth, with 
This impious Saying; Be it thy Propitiation 
unto Life eternal. Then the Devil is e xorci— 


—— 
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ſed again; and the Infant again croſſed on 
the Forehead. Then »the Prieſt, puts part of 
his Robe upon the Infant, and brings him 
within the Church ; for hitherto he has been 
without. Another Exorciſing of the Devil fol- 
lows 3 and what comes next is ſo ridiculous, 
and filthy, that 'tis not fit to be mentioned 
in a Caurch *. After This; the Child is an- 
nointed with the holy Oyl, on the Breaſt, 
and betwixt the Shoulders, in the Figure of a 
Croſs agiin. At laſt (for as yet there has 
been nothing of it) Baptiſm it ſelf enſues. 
Now comes the Chriſm; with which the 
Infant is anointed upon the Crown of his 
Head, in the Figure of a Croſs again; A 
white Linnen Cloat't is put upon his Head; and 
a Lighted Candle into His, or his Godfather's 
Hand. This Stuff, and a deal more, m:kes u 

their Office of Baptiſm. And the ſame, in et- 
f:&, may be ſaid of all their other Offices. For 
God's ſake, is This Cariſtianity ? Let all 
Things (favs St. Paul) be dane gdecent'y. and 
in order; and in another Plice, Let all Dings 
be done to edifyng. What Decency can there 
be in all Theſe Fooleries, which every Man, 
Woman, or Child, at the Age of any Thing 
like Diſcretion, muſt nauſeate and abhor ? 
What Edification, in ftaring, and being ama- 
zed, and underſtanding nothing ? The ſame, as 
to the main, mav be ſaid of all their Divine 
Service. Their People indeed are devour, 35 
'tis called : But how ? and to what? They 


— * 
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* He takes Spittle from his Month, and touches 
the Infant's Noſtrils and Fars with ic. 
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have ſo much Ceremony; that there is no room 
left for real Devotion. There is much Bow- 
ing, Croſſing, Kneeling, Cc. but ſtill 'tis all 
Outſide : For Their very Devotion, ſuch as it 
is, deſtroys inward Piety; The Soul being ſo 
taken up with the outward Objects of the Sen- 
ſes, and governing the Motions of the Body; 
that it cannot attend, as it ought, to the ſpi- 
. ritual Worſhip of the Inviſible Being. 

As Superſtition mainly conſiſts in making 
That Unlamful on the one Hand, or Iece- 
ſary on the Other, which God has left Indif- 
ferent; To this Head may be reduced their 
Diſtinction of Meats, as in Themſelves Holy 
or Leſs holy; and their Touch not, Taſte not, 
Handle not : Col. ii. 21. For their Doctrine, 
and Practiſe in This Particular, is exactly the 
ſame with That of Thoſe whom the Apoſtle 
condemns in the Text referred to. 

Here likewiſe is to be mentioned their Con- 
ſecration of almoſt every Thing you can name; 
as Water, Salt, O.l, Candles, Books, Bells, 
&c. then placing the greateſt Vertue, and 
Efficacy in them, calling them Means of Grace, 
and aſfirming that they are inſtrumental to 
Salvation. Holy Water is applied not only 
to Men, but to Cattle, and even to Hoiſes, 
and Goods; For, it ſeems, it drives away Ver- 
min, and Diſeaſes, as well as the Devil: By 
the Rinzing of their Bells too, if You will take 
Their Word, Tempeſts are appeaſed, and De- 
mons chaſed away. 

And in Caſe of any warlike Expedition, or 
other important Enterprize, eſpecially upon 
a Religious Account; great, no doubt, mo 
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the Santtity and Energy, of Swords, Guns, Ban- 
ners, and ſo forth, bleſs'd by the Pope. May 
We Hereticks preſume to ask; Whether 
the Gunpowder, which was to have blown. 
up our King, and his two Houſes of Parlia- 
ment, was not bleſſed likewiſe ? 

It may —.— be asked, by way of Alle- 
viation; Admitting all This to be fool iſb, 
What great Harm is there in it? 1 anſwer ; 1ſt. 
It is partly Wilt-wor/hip, cenſured. by St. Paul: 
Col. ii. 23. i. e. ſomething in Religion which. 
is net preſcribed by God; but invented by 
the mere arbitrary Will and Pleaſure of Men, 
and impoſed upon Others, as in and of itſelf 
neceſſary, and of an intrinſic Excellence, and 
Holineſs; “ Partly Fewiþ > partly Hea- 
theniſß; partly Idolatrous; partly Magical; 
all over Superſtitious; all over contrary to 
Chriſtianity : The Spirit of which is inward. 
Piety, and which, even in Divine Worſhip, 
requires no more Ceremony, and outward Or- 
nament, than tends to Decency, and Edifica- 
cation, to the Honour of God, and true Re-- 
ligion. 2dly. Suppoſe Theſe, which I have 
named under This, and other Heads, with a 
Multitude more of their Externals, andi fop- 
iſh Formalities, be conſidered barely as foolzh 
and abſurd ; Is not That bad enough? Is it not 
extremely wicked to make Religion conſiſt in 
Nonſenſe and Folly ? Is That Chriſtianity, 


— — 
— 


*I am ſenſible that a quite different Interpreta- 
tion is put upon the Word Mill Worſbip, i he ν ic) 


But I chuſe This as the Beſt. 
G 5 which 
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which Every-body of common Reaſon, every 
Child, muſt laugh at? Or does Chriſtianity 
take away the Uſe of Common Reaſon ? It does 
indeed, if we will believe the Roman. ſts, ſo much 
is Cariſtianity obliged to them. Bur We will 
not ſuffer our holy Religion, and its bleſſed 
Author, to be ſo flandzred and abuſed, with- 
out vindicating Both. This which We have 
been conſidering, is Popery , which tends to 
make us Ideots, and Coangelings on the one 
Hand, as well as debauched, and profligate on 
the Other: But it is not Chriſtianity; nor any 
thing like it. That is a manly, and rational, 
as well as heavenly, Inſtitution; tending to 
make us truly Wiſe in all reſpects, as well as 
wiſe unto Salvation. 

Superſtition, and Prophaneneſs are generally 
taken for contrary Extremes; and yet Popery 
has ſo managed the matter, as to wnite them 
in one and the ſame Action. It does fo in 
moſt of the Actions I have mentioned under 
This Head: I will Inſtance in one, — 
explain my Meaning in the reſt. To place ſo 
much Religion, or any at all, in ſuch Conſe- 
crations as I named, is highly ſuperſtitious : 
Yet how prophane is it, at the ſame Time, to 
proftirute the Office of Conſecration, ſome- 
times to ſuch fooliſh, and ſometimes to ſuch 
wicked Purpoſes ! 


XII. There yet remains to be taken notice 
of one more Corruption in the Popiſh Reli- 
gion, Which alone, if there were no other, 
is enough to prove any Religion falle : And 
That is Perſecution, or ' propagating * 
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by Force of., (rms, by Blood, and Murder. 
That They have often made Uſe of Fire and 
Sword to extirpate what They call Herely, 
and extend the Dominions of Their Church, 
is Plain Fact; and cannot be denied by Any, 
who (to omit a Multitude of other Inſtances) 
have ever heard of the Maſlacre at Paris, or 
the Burnings here in England. Need | prove 
that This is contrary to the Goſpel ? Or can 
it be unknown to any one who has ever read 
the New Teſtament? Did Feſus Chrift ſhed his 
Blood to eftabliſh a Religion which ſhould be 
ropagated by ſhedding the Blood of Others; 
or whom too he ſhed his own ? This is the 
Way for Heathens, and Mabometans, to 
ſpread and maintain their Religion; but not 
or Chriſtians. Perſecution, tis true, is the 
Badge of Chriſtianity ; bat 'tis in the Paſſive 
Senſe, not inthe Active: Our Saviour often 
tells his Diſciples that they ſhould ſufer it, but 
never that they ſhould inflict it. Nay, every 
Page of his Gove! breathes a quite contrary Spi- 
rit. Bat Popery lays it down upon Principle, 
that Herericks are to be burnt : And what Prac- 
tile has followed upon it, 1 have already hint- 
ed. Upon This Account therefore, as well as a 


thouſand Others, Popery is directly Anti- 


chriſtian. 
Is it not as ealy for Us to call Them Here- 
ticks, as it is for Them to call Us ſo ? As They 
then here in Eneland formerly burnt people 
for being Proteſtants ; ſo ſuppoſe We ſhould 
Now burn Them for being Papiſts; Would 
They ſay, We were very good Chriſtians for 
it? But whatever They ſay, or do; They 
are 
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are very ſafe as to That: We HMe. not ſo learnt 
Chriſt; and would not take away the Life of 
one ſingle Papiſt, merely for being ſuch, tho 
by ſo doing we could ſpread our own moſt 
holy Religion over the Face of the whole 
Earth : Becauſe That very Religion forbids 
ſuch a Practiſe; and further teaches, that We 
anuft not do Evil, that Good may come. 

We are, however, ſo far obliged to our Ro- 
miſh Adverſaries, that They have furniſhed us 
with one very good Argument for the Confir- 
mation of our Religion; I mean the Tefti- 
mony of Martyrs. We have not, tis true, 
— them into our Calendars; but, notwith- 

anding That, our Martyrs will, at any Time, 
be an Over-Match for their Saints, and Mira 
cles too. Chriſtiani ty itſelf was atteſted by 
the Blood of its Profeſſors ;, and ſo was the 
Reformation. Let the Heathen receive our 
due Acknowledgments for the One, and the 
Papiſts for the Other. What Martyrs have 
They to ſhew ? I never heard of Any, but 
Garnet, and Fawkes, and ſuch like. But to 
die out of Zeal even for the true Religion, will 
not make a Martyr ; unleſs it be in the N 
which That Religion has preſcribed : Muc 
leſs, if it be for the greateſt Villanies, Which 
are of all Things moſt directly contrary to it. 
But ſuch a Child of this World, as Popery, is 
ill turned for truly Chriſtian Suffering; It 


ſtrongly inclines its Partiſans to make Mar- 


tyrs ; but not in the leaſt to be ſo. 

Now we are upon the Subject of Tortures 3 
tis impoſſible to forget That Depth of Satan, 
the Inquiſition. For Satanical it is, by th: 

N *- 


P. II. Other Corruptions &c. 
Conjunction of Three Qualities; indefatigable 
Diligence, profound Subtilty, and inhuman 
Cruelty. Some of its Myſteries have been diſ- 
covered to us; Enough to ſhew that the 
Whole is a Myftery of Iniquity: and that Po- 
pery is rather a Scheme of Machiavellian Po- 
liticks, than any Part of Chrift's Inſtitution. 
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I have Thus conſidered ſome of the moſt 
material Corruptions of the Romih; Church, 
and Religion * ſay ſome; being very ſen- 
ſible that I have omitted Many. Such as the 
Hypocriſy of Some of them, in pretending to 
exemplary Poverty and Mortification; when 
tis notorious, that Thoſe very Perſons fo 
pretending roll in Wealth, and Luxury . 
Their leud Carnivals, and voluptuous Faſts ? 
Their making Abſtinence conſiſt not in the 
Quantity, but in the Quality, or Nature, of 
our Diet; Their unedifying Homilies, and 
unchaſte Caſuiſtry 5 Their Equivocation, and 
mental Reſervation > Their falſe, and perni- 
cious Diſtinction of Sins into Mortal and Ve- 
nial; Their thundering out Anathemas and 
Curſes, and damning all Mankind except 
Themſelves, upon every trifling Occaſion 5 
Their abominable Stories of the Favours, and 
Fondneſſes ſhewn by the Virgin Mary to cer- 
tain Monks, and other Perſons to whom ſhe 
appeared; Things not to be named in This 
Sacred Place, nor, indeed, ſcarce any where 
elſe; nor ſo much as to be thought of with- 


out Horrour, and Aſtoniſhment, Bluſhing, — 
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Confuſion: * Their making the Pope God 
upon Earth; and affirming, F that, if He 
were ſo wicked as to carry with him innumera- 
ble People in Troops to Hell, to be with him- 
ſelf for ever tormented ,, yet no Mortal what- 
ſoe ver muſt preſume to reprove his Faults, be- 
cauſe he is Judge of All, and-himſelf to be 
judged by None. 

Upon the Whole then, I think, I may juſt- 
ly reſume the Propoſition laid down in the 
Introduction, as now fully proved; vix. 
That Popery is, from the Beginning to the 
End, nothing but one entire Contradiction to 
the Chriſtian Religion; a Contradiction 20 


* How fulſome, yea, how perfectly loathſome, to 
us are the Tales of 'Thofe who have had the Aſſur- 
| ance to tell us of the amorous Addreſſes of the bleſſed 
Virgin, to certain Perſons her devour Worſhippers; 
chuſing them for her Husbands beftowing her Kifles 
liberatly upon them, giving them her breaſts to ſuck, 
and preſcnting them with Bracelets, and Rings of her 
Hair, as Love Tokens? The Fables of the Fewiſh Tal 
mud, yea of Mahomet, may ſeem grave, ſerious, and ſo- 
ber Hiſtories, compared to Theſe, and other ſuch like 
impudent Fictions. Biſbop Bull's Sermons. Vol; I, P. 
173+ Much more, and much worſe, of This execra- 
ble Stuff may be ſeen, with the Authors quoted, in 
a Book entituled, 4 Manual; or Three ſmall, and plain 
Treatiſes, &c. Written for the private Uſe of a moſt no- 
ble Lady, to preſerve her from the Danger of Popery, By 
the moſt Reverend Father in God, John Lord Archbiſhop of 
York. London: Priated for V. Garret. 1672. P. 
87. For my Part, I cannot prevail with myſelf to 
tranſcribe it. 

+ Decrctal, Part I. Dift. 40. Can. 6, Si Papa. 
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it, and a moſt ſhameful Adulteration of it; 
and that We are neither Hereticks, nor Schiſ- 
maticks; but They are Both. I ſay, They 
are Hereticks; for what is Hereſy, if 
That which I am going to mention be Not? 
With the utmoſt Obſtinacy, and Inſolence, 
They maintain very many Doctrines, as I have 
prov'd, contrary to Scripture, and the Senſe 
of the univerſal primitive Church, and utter- 
ly deſtructive of Chriſtianity. We are not 
Hereticks ; becauſe we hold Nothing but 
what is agreeable to Scripture and Antiquity. 
Neither are we Schiſmaticks in refuſing to hold 
Communion with Them; becauſe (as I have 
likewiſe proved) their Terms of Communion 
are unlawful. They are Schiſmaticks, in im- 
poſing Thole Terms; and ſo making the Se- 
paration neceſſary. We may obſerve too, 
that the Romaniſts here in England held Com- 
munion with Us, for ſeveral Years after the 
Reformation; 'ti}l the Pope, by his Bull, com- 
manded them to break with us : So that, up- 
on more Accounts than One, the Schiſm is 
Theirs, not Ours. From all which it fol- 
lows, that (as 1 likewiſe ſaid in the Beginning) 
though we ſhall not, as They do Us, ſend them 
all directly to Hell, and deny the Poſſibility 
of Salvation to every one of Their Communion; 
yet We, not They, have the true, genuine 
Chriſtianity : We are in the plain, ſafe Way; 
and They, without the extremeſt Peril of 
their Souls, cannot continue in Theirs. 
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Xe therefore Beloved, ſeeing ye know The 
THe / 6 Things before ; bezware leſi "ok 
Ze alſo, being led away by the Er- Th. 
rour of the Wicked, fall from your tore 

own Stedtaftneſs. = 


F OTH the general Dofrines the 
and particular Corruptions, of theſtwe 
| Romiſh Church being Now conan i 
&| ſidered; I ſhall, in This laſl ref 
Part, take notice of the cunAbr 
ning Craftineſs by which he 
Emiſſaries lie in wait to deceive: 
or ſome of their 4,” my Arts, not yet men 
tioned, by which they endeavour to delua: 


Thoſe of our Communion, and pervert m_ t 
tnell 
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their own. Theſe I ſhall briefly detect; add- 
ing ſuch other Obſervations, Rules, and Di- 
rections, as upon the Whole ſhall ſeem pro- 
er. Te therefore Beloved, to whom I Now 
peak, ſeeing Ye know Theſe Things Before, I 
mean the Corruptions of Rome, which I have 
already repreſented to You 5 beware left Te al- 
ſo, being LED AWAY the Errour of 
the Wicked, the Popiſh Emilſlaries, fall from 
your own Stedfaſtneſs. 

The firſt Obſervable is ſuggeſted to us by 
the very laſt Words of the Foregoing Part: 
In which I ſaid, We are in the ſafe Way, and 
— They in extreme Danger. This, I ſay, puts 

us in mind of their famons Argument, by 

— hich They endeavour to deceive our weak 
Ones; (and They muſt be very weak indeed, 

who are deceived by it) viz. That ſince we 

allow the Poſſibiliry of Salvation to Them, and 

NOW They deny it to Us; it follows, that Thezrs is 
the ſafer Side, and therefore ought to be cho- 

lefi ſen. I have * elſewhere given an Anſwer to 

Er- This, from Archbiſhop Tillorſon 5 as He, be- 
fore me, had it from Archbiſhop Laud f: by 
which Laſt-mentioned, indeed, it is rather 
ſet in a fuller, and clearer Light; excepting. 
that the Other has extremely well illaſtrated 
rinenthe Caſe by the ingenious Compariſon be- 
f theſtween a modeſt, skilful, learned Phyſician, and 
conan impudent, ignorant, illiterate Mountebank. 
5 laſifil refer you to them Both, as alſo to the ſhort 
- Abridgment which I have given of their An- 
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meny * Preſervat. Vol. II. P. 21, Sc. 
del ua Againſt Fiſher, P. 28 5, &c. 
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ſwer; and deſire every reaſonable Perſon to 
ask Himſelf, whether ever he ſaw any wretch- 
ed Sophiſtry more ſubſtantially expoſed ? 1 
only add in a Word here (though even That 
is Anſwer ſufficient) that the Argument turns a. 
gainſt Thoſe by whom it is brought; fince it 
ſhews that they have 0 Cyarity: Without 
which, no Perſon, and conſequently no Num 
ber of Perſons, no Congregation, or Church, 
can be truly Cariſtian. 1 Or. xiii. throngh- 
out. 

They ſay We are All damned : Does it there- 
fore follow that We are ſo ? Eſpecially when 
We have not only ſaid, but proved, that We 
are in the right Way to Heaven and They in 
the direct Road to Hell, though tis barely 
Poſſible, that God may ſnatch them from the 
Jaws of Deſtruction. For let it be as care- 
fully conſidered, as They carefully labour to 
conceal it, that, though We will not, as. They 
do, invade God's Prerogative; and perempto- 
rily pronounce People ahſolutely, and certain- 
ly damned, but leave even the worſt of Men 
to their own Maſter to whom they muſt ſtand, or 
Fall; yet of Thoſe who knowingly, and will 
fully, contigue in the Corruptions of the Ko. 
miſh Church, or, who having the Mans of 
Conviction, wilfully reject them, or ſhut their 
Eyes agiinſt them, We cannot ſay that ac- 
cording to the revealed Will of God, as ſet 
forth in holy Scripture, it is ſo much as pa ſſi- 
ble that They ſhould be ſaved. Whether 
there be any Reſerve of uncovenanted Mercy, 
God only knows; but That Man is more than 
mad, who depends upon it. As for Tow 
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who being brought up in invincible Ignorance, 
have no Opportunity of knowing better, and 
live good Lives according the beſt of their 
Knowledge, We ſay the ſame of Them, as of 
all Other well-meaning Perſons, who are in 
Darkneſs, and Error ; viz. That notwithſtand- 
ing their Sincerity, they are in Darkneſs, and 
Error, and in Sin too: but leave them to be 
diſpoſed of by a merciful God, who, no doubt, 
will have Mercy upon them. 

If Matters be put upon That Foot, the ſa- 
fer Side, We have, as I obſerved upon ano- 
ther Occaſion, evidently the Advantage over 
our Popiſh Adverſaries in many Reſpects. For 
laſtance: It cannot be alledged, that the A- 
doration of Images, and Reliques, Saints, and 
Angels, is commanded in — or made e- 
reſary: Nor do They themſelves pretend it is. 
On the other Hand, it ſeems at leaſt (for ſure- 
ly the Firſt, and Second Commandments [ook 
ſomething LIX E it) to be forbidden in Scrip- 
ture, to be unlawtul, and idolatrous; There- 
fore (to put it at the loweſt, for we have 
proved much more) it is the ſafeſt way zor to 
adore them ; but to confine ourſelves to the 
Worſhip of God alone > which alone is plain- 
ly, and expreſly commanded. 

As little to the Purpoſe, is their objecting to 
us the many SetFs, and Diviſions among Pro- 
reftants. For, 1ſt. This Argument, if it pro- 


ved any thing at all, would be as ſtrong a- 
gainſt Chriftianity, as againſt Proteſtantiſm : 
Nay, a great deal ſtronger ; ſince there are 
many more Diviſions among Chriſtians in ge- 


neral, than among Proteſtants in . 
n 
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And 2dly. (which is a Point They have more 
at Heart) it would be as ſtrong againſt Popery; 
There being as many Sets among Them, a 
among Us. Tobe a little particular; When 
They talk of ſo many Differences among Us, 
what do They mean by Vs? We of the 
Church of England, it is to be hoped, agree 
tolerably well among Ourſelves; The Roms: 
niſts can ſay no more of Themlelves: And, 
to ſpeak the Truth, there is no great Argu. 
ment, or Diſcovery in Either; ſuppoſing Both 
to be true : For it amounts to no more than 
This, that They who are agreed, are agreed, 
If we are told of our Scheſmaticks; the Reply 
is ready: There were Schiſms in the primi- 
tive Times, long before Popery, and conſe. 
quently much longer before Proteſtantiſm, as 
ſuch, was in Being, Yet That was never 
urged againſt any N-tional Church, any more 
than againſt the Church in general. Nor is 
there the leaſt Appearance of Reaſon for 
ſuch an Objection. 

As for Diviſions in Doctrine, there are atleaſt as 
many among Papiſts as among all Denominations 
of Proteſtants put together. As there are An- 
glicans, Cal viniſts, Lutherans, one the one Hand; 
ſo there are Dominicans, Franciſcans, Fanſe- 
niſts, Molinifts, Feſuirts, Italian Papifts, and 
Gallican Roman Catholicks, on the other. 
Among whom there are as fierce Diſputes a- 
bout the immaculate Conception of the Bleſs- 
ed Virgin, Free Grace, and Free Will, the 
Pope's Supremacy, and Infallibility, as there 
are among Proteſtants, upon any Point what- 
ſoever. Nor is Enthuſiaſm, or Fanaticiſm a 

4 Stranger 
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IllYStranger to Popery : Of which the Ouietiſta, 
nore Bourignoniſts, and Others of the mytick Way, 
ery; IN can give abundant Teſtimony. 

2, 3 Even about Church-Government, They have 
hen very hot Diiputes : For certainly the Pope's 
Us; MSupremacyis a Point relating to That. 0 
the if They object, that ſeveral pretended 
Proteſtant Churches have not Epiſcopacy; 
I anſwer, 1ſt. That is nothing to Us, who 


\nd, have it. 2dly. Their being wrong in Govern- 
rgu. Pnent is no Argument that the Papifts. are 
oth right in Doctrine, and Practiſe: And we have 
han proved that the Latter are perniciouſly er- 
ed, Froneous in Both > inſomuch, that, notwith- 
ply ſtanding their retaining Epiſcopacy, we can- 
mi- Hot lawfully communicate with them. 3dly. 
aſe. Though it were greatly to be wiſhed that 


„ as Thoſe Churches had retained Epiſcopacy 3 
yet They did well in throwing off the Cor- 
uptions of Popery; and are Right in Doc- 
rine, though not in their Miniſtry: as the 
apiſts, on the other Hand, are Right in 
heir Miniſtry, though not in Doctrine. 4thly. 
tas Even This Defect in Thoſe Churches was oc- 
ons Naaned by the Corruptions of the Romiſh 
4n- Church 5 Therefore the Romanifts have little 
id; Reaſon to triumph and glory in it. 

The fame, in effect, may be ſaid to the 
nd M-nroaches with which we are loaded upon 
he Account of the wicked Principles lately 


00 igited among us, deſtructive of Church- 
ſs-IAutherity, of Faith, and 4 good Life, of 
he Hhritanity, an! of all Religion. This indeed 


5 Matter of Reproach and Scandal; but after 
h it is no jd Reflection upon our Religion, 
4 nor 
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nor any Argument for Their Nor does it ln 
the leaſt follow, that becauſe we ought not 
to be Atheiſts, therefore we ought to be Px 
piſts. The Truth is, Popery and Inſidelity mu. 
tually promote each other's Intereſts : Popery 
tends to Infidelity by — lo great a Scan. 
dal upon Chriftianity, as we have ſeen in many 
Inſtances, and Infidelity tends to Popery, 
by caſting ſo — a Scandal upon the Ke. 
formation, and furniſhing the Papiſts with Ar- 
guments, though very weak ones, againſt it, 

We acknowledge then, we have Some 
—_—_ after all, but very few) who decry 

hurch-Authority, and Some who decry 
Chriſtianity itſelf. We acknowledge This; 
We lament and deplore it; We labour to 
revent the ill Conſequences of it. We an 
wer and expoſe the abſurd and wicked Rea- 
ſonings of Theſe wretched Writers: And 
ſhould puniſh them, were our Church-Di/- 
cipline in full Force; in which we confeſs, 
with Shame, the Romaniſts have the Advan- 
tage over us. The too great Relaxation of 
That is a Corruption, which has inſenſtbly 
crept in upon us; as the Corruptions of Po- 
pery did in Times paſt : And We truſt in God 
we ſhall one Day reform This, as we did Thoſe. 
Even Now, it muſt be conſidered that This is 
a negative Corruption; an Omiſſion oaly : ! 
Matter of Fact, not of Principle: For our 


Church has Laws enough againſt Hereſy, and 
Infidelity ; though they are not executed 25 
they ought to be. In the mean Time, as | 
faid, why muſt a very few Infidels and Here. 
ticks in our Nation reflect upon the main Br 
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dy of it, which. abhors their Principles? Did 
our Religion give any Countenance to them; 
the Reflection would be juſt: But the Con- 
trary is moſt evident; and our Adverſaries of 
Rome very well know it: Though, to deceive 
our weak People, they make Uſe of This in- 
vidious Reaſoning, which They know in their 
own Conſciences to be groundleſs and ſophiſti- 
cal. 

But ſuppoſe our Diviſions, and the acciden- 
tal Corruptions (for they are no otherwiſe) 
of Some among us, were ten times more than 
they are; That isno Reaſon why We ſhould 
quit a Religion which is in itſelf true, and pure, 
and embrace one which is in itſelf falſe, and 
abominable. Imagine a certain Number of Per- 
ſons in a Family, where, the moſt wholeſome 
Food is always ſet before them One of them 
rejets That, aud chuſes to feed upon Poyſon; 
Ought the Reft therefore to abandon That Fa- 
mily, and betake themſelves to Another, in 
which the Food is all poyſoned? 

As for the Infallibility, either of the Pope, 
or Church of Rome, upon which They invite 
us to repoſe ourſelves, in order to heal all 
our Diviſions; I have ſhewn that there nei- 
ther is, nor can be, any ſuch Infallibility 1 
and * They have at leaſt as many Diviſions 
as We. 

Beſides ; Is there no ſuch Creature, as a 
Man who is a profeſſed Papift, and yet a real 
Infidel ? Who. though he 44 a Member of the 
Roman Cathol:ck Church, as 'tis called; yet 
makes it plain enough by his Writings, or 
Converſation, or Both, that he is in truth, of 

no 
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appeal to the Experience 
of Travellers, whether they have not met 
with ſuch in 3 Countries, eſpecially in 


142 
no Religion at all 


No Argument, &c. 


Italy: * and to Thoſe who are acquainted 
with the State of Things here, whether there 
be no Such in our own. 

How much Religion had Machiavel, Ceſar 
Borgia, and That Pope who ſaid, How greatly 
have we gained by this Fable, of Jeſus Chrift ? f 

In ſhort; the Iſſue of the whole Matter is 
This. The Wickedneſs of its Profeſſors, bare- 
ly and nakedly conſidered, is no Argument a- 
gainſt any Religion: But a Religion, and the 
Principles and Praiſe of its Profeſſors, be- 
ing conſidered in Conjunction with each other; 
if the Religion has ix itſelf a Tendency to 
Wickedneſs, the Wickedneſs of its Profeſſors 
is a fre Argument againſt it, and greatly 
 Rtrengthens the other. If in itſelf it has a di- 
rect Tendency to the Contrary , the Wick- 
edneſs of its Profeſſors, whether in Principles, 
or Prattiſe, or Both, is no manner of Argyu- 
ment againſt it: This Latter is our Caſe ; 
The Former belongs to our Popiſh Adverſa- 
Ties. For, as I have fully ſhewn in many In- 
ſtances, Popery itſelf tends to make Debayu- 


a 


r 


* And indeed we are ſure that the Wits of Itah 
where Theſe abominable Deceits [about the Virgin 


Mary] have been, and are, chiefly countenanced, þ 


were the ti Broachers and Patrons of Infidelity, and 
Atheiſm in Eurore ; ſince the I ime that Ch iſtianity 
obtained in it, Bull's Sermons, Vol. I. p 174. 

Qua tum nobis profuit ifta de Chriſto fabula ! 
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chees of Some, Atheiſts of Others, and Re- 
probates of All. 

[t is indeed entirely calculated for the Grati- 
ficationof Luft, Coverouſneſs, and Ambition ; tor 
the Wealth and Power of the Pope and his Crea- 
tures ;, the Enlaving of the other Clergy, and 
the Laity; and the eternal Perdition of All. 
It is a mere Scheme of Worldly Politics, car- 
ried on under the Pretext of Religion; Which 
is no farther made Uſe of, than as it is ſub- 
ſervient to Temporal Views, and Intereſts. 
This is the Wiſdom of Popery a Wildom 
which deſcendeth not from above; but is earthly, 
ſenſual, deviliſh. | 

The profound Policy of the Court of Rome, 
the Conclave of Cardinals, the Italian Biſhops, 
and the Order of Jeſuits in all Countries, is 
well known to the World : And weare ready to 
yield them the Precedency in That Wiſdom 
the profound Wickednefs of it being well known 
likewiſe. ; 

But the Unchriftian Policy of Popery in gene- 
ral is ſeen in nothing more, than its being ſo 
contrived, as to flatter the Luſts, and vicious 
Inclinations of Men. Hence it is, that as the 
Weak, and Superſtitious on the one Hand, fo 
the Wicked, and Debauched on the other, are 
moſt eaſily perſuaded to turn Papifts. Even 

2n of — | Underſtandings, though they can 


| never bring their Reaſon to approve of That 


Religion, or digeſt its groſs Abſurdities, may 
yet heartily wi it true, and ſo embrace it at 
a Venture; becauſe it is fo very indulgent, 
and becauſe by embracing it, they think they 
may have ſome Chance for their Salvation, 
though a very wretched one. As they: have 

11 long 
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long been wicked, and intend ſtill to continue 
io, Coriſtianity gives them no ** But 
Lope, ſuppoſing what it ſays to be true, 
glves them a great deal: Tis but to throw 
themſelves into the Arms of That Church, 
be Attrite for their Sins, confeſs them to a 
Prieſt, and receive his Abſolution, and they 
are ſafe. Of this indeed they can never be 
thoroughly perſuaded : Yet who knows, ſay They? 

Poſſibly it may be ſo: I have no Hopes any 
where elſe ; Tis but to try > And valeat quan- 
tum valere poteſt. What a miſerable broken 
Reed This is, and that 'tis much better for 
them to repent, and reform their Lives, than 
Thus to change their Religion, or, in other 
Words, to turn good Chriſtians, than to turn 
Papifts, ſufficiently appears from the whole 
. Tenour of what I have —_— But that 

in Fact ſuch a poor Shift as I have now ſup- 
poſed has been often made Uſe of, we have 
little Reaſon to doutt. Then how congruous 
muſt it appear (and we have had at leaſt one 
ſuch Inſtance in this Nation) for a Man, after 
a Life ſpent in Prophaneneſs and Vice, after 
having blaſphemed God, ridiculed all Reli: 
gion, and contributed to the debauching of 
the Nation both in Principles, and Practice, 
more than any One in it, to become at laſt 2 
good Catholick, forſooth, that is, a profiigate 
Apoſtate; and then to talk with great Gra- 
vity of his Morals, and his Cerſcience ! 

Such is the Genius, and Conſtitution, the 
Nature, and Tendency, of this moſt corrupt 
Religion. And as for the Means and Methods 


by which it is ſupported; we have ſeen that 
4 and Undermining the 


they are 1ſt. Wea 


Au- 
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Autaority of the holy Scriptures, and denying 
that they are ſufficient to Salvation. 2dly. 
Hiding the Scriptures, and endeavouring to 
hinder People from reading them. zdly. Cor- 
rupting, and falſifying the Scriptures. 4. Con- 
traditting the Scriptures, and teaching Doc- 
trines directly oppoſire to them. Fthly. Ma- 
king its own Traditions, Which are falſe ones 
too, of greater Authority than the Scriptures. 
6thly. Impoſing new Scriptures upon the 
World, or calling That the , Word of God, 
which is or ſo. 7thly. Making the Pope 
God upon Earth. Sthly. Denying People the 
Uſe of their Reaſon. And, gthly. of their Sen- 
fes. 1othly. Fraud, and Treachery. 11thly. 
Force of Arms, and Perſecution. Let any Man 
conſider the Nature and Tendency of Popery, 
together with the Means by which it is mais - 
tained; and then ask himſelf, Whether it be 
not, in every Reſpect, the perfect Reverſe of 
Coriftianity. | 
Having now finiſned what I propoſed briefly 
to offer upon This Subject; 1 ſhall conclude 
all, by applying myſelf to different Sorts of 


Perſons, who upon different Accounts, are con- 


cerned in it. And, 


I. To the Papiſts Themſelves. T.et them 
conſider, and flew themſelves Men, Iſaiah 
Klvi. 8. i. e. Make uſe of the Reaſon which 
God has given them; and exert the Courage, 
as well as the Reaſon of Men, in throwing 
off That Toke of Bondage with which they are 
at preſent intangled. Let them ſhew a xatio- 
al Courage too (for it is ſhewn by Nothing 
more) in daring to be wiſe, in deſpiſing injn- 

2 as 
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dicious and uncharitable Cenſures, and over- 
coming That fooliſh and vicious Shame or 
Fear, which is apt to hinder Men from cor- 
recting their Errors, and owning themſelves 
to have been in the Wrong. If They reform; 
They will, I confeſs, by Thoſe who do not 
reform, be called damned Apoſtates and He- 
reticks, excommunicated, and curſed, and con- 
ſigned over to the Devil. But I have ſhewn 
that all This is Brutum Fulmen) and does no 
Hurt to Any but Thole by whom it's hurled 
at Others. Their [mortal Souls are at Stabe; 
and Thit Conſideration is ſuperiour to a rhou- 
ſaud Diſficulties fax greater than This. For, 
aiter all, it is, in Truth, a Glory not a Diſ- 
konour, to conquer Preiudices ; to contemn 
the unjuſt Reproactgs of the World; and in 
Spight of Both, to become wiſer, and better. 
Their Cauſe, I acknowledge, his been plead- 
ed by miny great Men abroad: Men, Whoſe ex- 
traordinary Parts and Learnins we as much re- 
verence, as we are aſtoniſh'd that They 
ſhould employ Both in ſo indefenſible a Cauſe. 
For indefenſible it is, as appears even from 
This ſhort Sketch which we have given of it. 
As it likewiſe appears even from Their Wri- 
tinzs ; confidzring what miſerable Shifts they 
are put to, and what prodigious Parodoxes they 
are forced to maintain. So that it is a C- 
firmation of our Canſz, that fo many etraordi- 
nary Perſons have in vain laboured to weaker 
it. All the Wir and Learning of the Earth 
can never overthrow the ff Principles ot Com- 
mon Reaſon, or the Teſtimony of our Five 
Senſes: Nor will a true Chriſtian ever be of 
That Religion which manifety and pluinly con- 
tra- 


I 
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. #3 
tradicts the holy Scriptures; however he 7 
be preſſed with ſophiſtical Arguments, which 
may puzzle and confound him, but can never 
ſatisfy. or convince him. 8 | 
An Union has been talked of between Them, 
and Us, by way of Compromiſe, or Tielaing 


Something on both Sides. Were This practi- 
cable; God forbid that we ſhould be againſt 
it. - But, alas! how is it to be effected ? 
« Of all the Churches (ſays a learned f French 
c Writer) who have broken the Union, That 
« of England is at the leaſt Diſtance from Us. 
e She has even preſerved the greateſt Part of 
& our Uſages, and Ceremonies. *” When he 
ſays Us; he means, I ſuppoſe, the Church 
of France, not the Romiſh ones in general. We 
have, indeed, a great Reſpect for the many 
learned Men which That illuſtrious Nation 
has produced : And it is true that We come 
nearer to Them, than to any other Romaniſts:;. 
becauſe They reject: Papal Infallibility, and by 
Fits, and Starts, at leaſt, diſown the Papal 
Supremacy. But the ingenious Author is miſ- 
taken, in thinking We have the greateſt Part 
of Their Uſages, and Ceremonies : We have 
not the Twentieth Part of them; and we think 
the inſufferable Number of their Ceremontes 


” 
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+ Author of a Book intituled, Diſſertation ſur Lt Va- 
lidite des Ordinations det Anglois, &c, 

* De toutes les Egliſes qui ont rompu I'unite cel- 
le d'Angleterre s'eſt moins eloignce de Nous, que 
toutes les autres. Elle a. conſerve mème la plupart de 
nos Ulages & de nos Ceremonies. Pref. p. 8. Edit. de 
Bruxelles. 
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not the leaſt ot their Corruptions. For the 
reſt; I know not one of the Abominations I 
have been conſidering, which They have re- 
jected; They are ſtill in the Depth of Popery : 
And if there be an Union between Us and 
Them (which God, of his infinite Mercy, 
grant !) it muſt not be by, at leaſt, any con- 
ſiderable Tieldance, or Change on both Sides, 
but by a Reformation on Theirs, I do not pre- 
tend to propoſe a Scheme for a Treaty; but 
for my own Part, I can think of nothing We 
could grant, unleſs perhaps a Patriarchate to 
the Biſhop of Rome; a few more innocent 
Ceremonies ;, Extending the Uſe of the Word 
Sacrament , and the Revival of ſome antiquated 
Uſages in the Church. But we can never di- 
geſt Tranſubſtantiation, Communion in one 
Kind, Purgatory, Opus operatum, The Wor- 
ſhip of Images, Saints, and Reliques; nor, in 
Mort, one ſingle Doctrine, or Practiſe, of 
Thoſe many which I hive in This Diſcourſe 
taken notice of, and expoſed, as Popiſh 5 Be- 
cauſe they are all anlamful and wicked: And 
we muſt, not purchaſe Peace itſelf at the ex- 
pence of our Innocence. When therefore the 
{ime Author ſays, WE, have broke the Union; 
he ſpeaks in the uſual Language of the Roma- 
niſts : But I have fully ſhewn that They, not 
Le, broke the Union, and ſtill keep the Breach 
open. While They invite us to a Reconcili— 
ation, and yet retain the above-named Cor- 
ruptions; We cannot in Conicience accept 
the Terms: but muft continue to reply in 
the Words of Fehu to Joram, as in my for- 
mer Text; What Peace, fo long as the Whore- 
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doms of thy Mother Jezebel, and her Wirch- 


Crafts, are ſo many? 
But we are more eſpecially concerned, as 
we have a more eſpecial KigHt, to admoniſh 
Thoſe who have changed their Religion; de- 
ſerted Vs, and gone over to the Chuich 
Rome. Let Them frriouſly conſider waat 
has been diicouried ; and then ask Themſelves 
whether they are very ſure that they have 
changed for the better ! If They are guilty of 
great and grievous Sin, as from what has been 
{aid it appears they are; Their Caſe is ſo 
much the worſe, in that They cannot plead 
the Prejudices of Education, and Maut of 
Inſtruction: They are not only of a falſe Re- 
ligion, but Apotates from a tue one; having 
lightly, and wantonly, if not proudly, and 
perverſely, forſaken the Fountain of living 
Waters, and hewed them out C'fterns, broken 
Ciflerns, that can hold wo Water. Jer. ii. 13. 
What Courſe then ſhould they take? What 
but to do their firſt Works, and return to their 
frſt Love? Deſpiſing the Shame of acknow- 
ledging their Errors, or of being called fickle, 
or iuconſtant; and conſidering that it is never 
Mitter of jaſt Reproach to be truly life, and 
Religious. Some indeed will reproach them; 
but Others will applaud them: All wiſe and 
good Men, Their own Conſciences, the holy 
Angels, and God Himſelf, will applaud Them. 
A very corrupt Church will curfe them; but 
a moſt pure one will, with open Arms, receive 
and embrace them. As They are, and if They 
continue as They are, their Caſe is not only 
dangerous, Fat little better than deſperare,: 
Let them look well to it, that Death arre 
them 
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them not in their Apoftacy, and abominable 
Corruptions; leſt They ſee their Folly too 
late, and in Hell lift up their Eyes. 
II. To the Members of our own Church. Let 
them bleſs God that They are Members of it ; 
that They have the Happineſs to be born and 
educated. in ſo pure a Church and Religion. 
And let them ſhew their Gratitude for it, by 
ſtanding firm and. immoveable in it. In order 
to which, let them take theſe Directions. 
Iſt. Carefully inform yourſelves, remember, 
and conſider, what Popery is; and fix in your 
Minds a true Notion of it. View it in the Light, 
in which I have repreſented it; For | have 
repreſented it in a very true one. This Ad- 
vice is material: For there are Some of our 
_ Communion, who, being moved with a juſt 
Indignation at the Corruptions among Our- 
ſelves, are ready to caſt a favourable Eye to- 
wards Rome, conſidering that Popery, bad as 
it is, diſcountenances Atheiſm, and Infidelity. 
And does not our Church the ſame ? But I have 
already ſhewn the Weakneſs, and Fallacy of 
ſuch Reaſoning ; and only. add here, that theſe 
Perſons do not rightly conſider what it is to be 
a Papiſt. Whatever accidental Corruptions 
there may be among vs, our Religion is pure, 
and truly Chriftian > Theirs moſt impure, and 
Antichriſtian. Even as to Perſons, and Practice, 
and Matter of Fact, as Bad as We are, They 
are a great deal Worſe. And 'tis much better 
to have many grievous Diſtempers in a City, or 
Nation; than to have them all ſwallowed up in 
the Plague. Tis not a light Thing to turn Pa- 
git; as too many are apt to imagine. The 


Moment any Perſon becomes a Roman Go 
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lick, as 'tis falſely, and abſurdly expreſs'd; he 
muſt anſwer for it at the Peril of his Soul: And 
how great That Peril is, appears from what has 
been diſcourſed. 

2. Be not impoſed upon by the big Talk, 
Confidence, and Poſitiveneſs of the Romiſh Party; 
by their thundering ont the Words Cazr/olick on 
the one Hand, and Heretick on the Other; 
by their ſending You to Hell directly, and de- 
ny ing the Poſſibility of your Salvation. I have 
ſhewn the Weakneſs of all This. 
not Argus. They call Us Hereticks, and 
Schiimaticks; and We prove Them to be fo. 
They ſay We are certainly damned; We prove 
that We are not; and that they are in the ut 
mot Danger of it. That they are ſo peremp- 
tory in denouncing the Sentence of Damnation 
upon Us, is a Proof of Nothing, but that they 
excel in two very Unchriſtian Qualities, Con- 
fidence, and Uncharitableneſs. 

3. Beware of their /y Inſinuations, and dram- 
ing You in by Degrees. Which They attempt 
to do, by denying (as I obſerved in the Begin- 
ning) that they hold ſuch, or ſuch Doctrines, 
or Practices, which We charge-upon them. For 
Inſtince: They will tell Yon, as I faid, that 
They do not worſtip Images; but aftzr They 
have prolelyted you to Themſelves, you will 
find They do worſhip Images, and will make 
u worſhip them too; though with Thoſe 
nice Diſtinctions which I have above taken 
notice of, and ſhewn to be viin and groundlels. 

4. Never depart from what is plain, by being 
puzzled with what is difficulr. 

F. Be ſtrictly upon your Guard againſt al! col- 
laſive and Sophiſtical Arguings whatſoever ; ſuch 
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as That, for Inſtance, which I have above con- 
ſidered and anſwered, viz: Arguing againſt ovr 
Religion, from the accidental Corruptions of 
ſome who do, and ſome who do nat profeſs it. 
Theſe two laſt Rules, though of the greateſt 
Importance, I only mention Here; becauſe ] 
haveelſewhere enlarged upon them ina Diſcourſe 
upon the Nature and Danger of fallac;ous Reafon- 
ing, eſpecially in Religion; and the Means to 
ecure ourſelves from being deluded by it- * To 
which! refer You. 

6. Laſtly, The ſureſt Way to continue in 
the it 5 wy) of your holy Religion, is conſci- 
entiouſly to practiſe it. And in truth, without 
the Laſt, the Other will be to no Purpoſe. 
'Tis not our being embers of the pureft Church 
in the World, that will fave our Souls; our 
Lives and Actions mult be pure likewiſe. 
Whatever the Church of Rome does; the 
Church of England gives no fort of Indulgence 
to Vice and Wickedneſs. | 

III. To the Prateſtant Diſſenters from our 
Communion. The greateſt Part of what I have 
juſt now faid to the Members of our own 
Church, may be applied to Theſe who ſepa- 
rate from it. But yet with much Difference: 
Theſe Latter have not the ſame Advantage; and 
cannot argue with the Romaniſts upon an equal 
Foot with Us: Becauſe they are really guilty 
of Schiſm, by their cauſeleſs Separation from 
Us. Theſe likewiſe have not a true Notion of 
Popery; but then They differ widely from 
Thoſe among Vs, who have not; whom J had 
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Occaſion to take notice of under the foregoing 


| Diviſion. Thoſe have too favourable an Opinion 


of it: Theſe have, though perhaps not too bad 
a one (for That, upon the Whole, I confeſs, is 
ſcarce poſlible) yet a very wrong, and erroneous 


'one : In Conſequence of which they greatly 


wrong, and injure our Church; and in Conſe- 
quence of That again do great Service to the 
Romiſh Cauſe. They call Vs Popiſh 5 becauſe 
they know not what Popery is: I mean the Ge- 
nerality of them. They hate it perfectly; but 
cannot tell Why. Let them be zealous againſt it: 
but let That Zeal be according ro Knowledge. 
Which if it were; they would, it is to be ho- 
ped, ceaſe to brand us with the Name of Papifts, 
r having Forms of Prayer, and Certain UVſages, 
and Ceremonies, which were well known to the 
Church of Chriſt, long before Popery was in the 
World. They would conſider, how much the 
ſtrengthen the Papifts, by weakning Us; whic 
they muſt neceſſarily do, by dividing Us a- 
mong Ourſelves, and tearing us in Pieces by 
Schiſms, and Factions. For that They, not We, 
are the Authors of our unhappy Diviſions; that 
their Separation is moſt unjuſtiſiable in itſelf, 
and pernicious in its Conſequences, I have ſhewn 
in another Diſcourſe, f to which I refer them: 
And that the Church of England is the greateſt 
Bulwark upon Earth againft Popery, therefore 
that by weakning the Church of England, they 


' ſtrengthen Popery, is ſo plain a Truth, that 


they muſt ſee it, if they would but open their 
Eyes; but That, alas! is the grand Difficulty 
of all. 
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IV. Laſtly, To the Dejjt, and Sceptick; or, 
in other Words, to T hole who are already Un- 
believers, or inclined to be ſo. Theſe likewiſe, 
for the Avoiding of Repetition, I refer to 
what ] have + elſewhere jaid; having ſhewny 
that Corrnptions of Religion, much leſs of Theſe 
W110 profeſs ity are no manner of Argument A 
gainſt it: By Conſ2quenc? that Popery is no 
Argument agaiuſt Chriſtianity, and that falſe 
Miracles, and Myſteries, are no juſt Prejudice 
againſt true ores. It does not follow, that be- 
cauſe the Papfts carry Church- Authority too high; 
therefore there is no fich Thing as Gurch- Au- 
thority at all. Nor is it realonable, or equi- 
table, that We, who abhor their Abominations, 
and are of all Mankind their greareft Adverſa- 
ries, ſnould have Their Principles, and Practices 
faſtened upon Us; and be abyſed, and rendered 
odious, upon Their Account. 
Io conclude all. May God, of his infinite 
Mercy, give a Bleſſing to what has been endea- 
voured upon This Subject: And to That End, 
let us earneſtly pray in the Words of our ex- 
cellent Litany > 

That it would pleaſe him, to deliver all 
Sorts and Conditions of Men, from all Blindneſs 
of Heart. from Pride, FVain-»lory, and Hypocriſy, 
from all falſe Doctrine, Hereſy, and Schiſim; and 
to bring into the Way of Truth, all ſuch as have 
erred, and are deceived. 


+ Vol. I. Diſc. 


